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you could get out of it before you offered to pay $16,000 or
$20,000 for it?—A. Yes, sir; I investigated kind of like.

Q. Well, how many tons of coal did you think you could
get out of it when you offered first $16,000 and then $20,000
for it?—A. I thought it was anywhere from eighty to one
hundred thousand tons of coal could be gotten out of it.

Q. It is upon that you based your conclusion that you could
pay $20,000 for it and still make money?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you intend to execute that contract if it had not

been returned without submitting it to your lawyer?—A. Obh,
no, sir; oh, no.
* Q. If you had found you did not get a good title from the
Hillside Coal & Iron Co. and Mr. Robertson, would you have
gone on with the deal?—A. No, sir; I had that privilege from
Mr. May. He would send me the contract, and then I would
hunt up the title—a copy of the contract—that is what I got.
If the title was right, then we would do business together.

Q. When you said that with eighty or ninety thousand tons
of coal there yon could afford to pay $20,000 and expected to
make $10,000, did you include anything for your own services

and time in managing the operation*—A. Well, at all times I.

do not figure that in, but I figure out what it will cost me to
bulld my plant; then figure out what my expenses will be, and
whatever is left I call it mine.

Q. Well, you did not deduct anything for your own time and
gervices7—A. No, sir,

Q). How long would it have taken you, in the ordinary
conrse of the operation as you expected to work it, to have fin-
ished the plant, the washing, and the delivery of the coal for
gale?—A. That is, you mean how long would it take me to build
the plant and wash the dump away?

Q. Yes, sir; to finish the job up?—A. Oh, I could do it in two
years or two and one-half.

Q. Could you tell us what it would cost in that region to get
a man who is competent to manage such a job—to run it?—A.
I have got a very good man—a foreman—down at the south-
gide plant at Seranton. I pay him $110 a month.

Q. Well, I mean a man to take your place for the work you
were going to do?—A. I don’'t know as I could answer that
guestion. There is an old saying, if you ever heard it, *“ Of
all your mother's children, you Ilove yourself the best.”

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I think that is all, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any other question
{o be asked on the part of the managers?

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. This witness may be discharged,
Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The witness ywill be finally
discharged.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, it is now after 4 o'clock; this
is Saturday evening; few of the Senators are here; and, that
being the case, I suggest to the managers that by unanimous
consent we have an adjournment. If that is agreeable, I move
that the Senate sitting as a Court of Impeachment do now
adjourn.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. If I may be permitted, I should like
to have action on that motion suspended for just a moment until
I speak to the managers about a matter concerning which I
have already communicated with them. There is a witness
who is detained here whom I wish to call and ask a single
question, and the managers have kindly consented that it may
be done.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator
North Carolina withhold his motion for that purpose?

Mr, OVERMAN, I withhold my motion for that purpose.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. It is simply an accommodation to the
witness.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The witness will be called.
Will counsel please indicate the name of the witness?

Mr. WORTHINGTON. He is Mr. Pryor. ~

TESTIMONY OF W. L. PRYOR—ERECALLED,

W. L. Pryor, having been previously sworn, was recalled, and
testified as follows:

Q. (By Mr. WORTHINGTON.) Mr. Pryor, I want to ask you
whether you heard in Mr. Boland’s office, when you were there
in the spring of 1911, any conversations between Mr. William P.
Boland and Mr. Edward J. Williams in reference to Judge
Archbald going to any New York office?—A. There were con-
versations going on continually in my presence and while I was
absent. Mr. Williams was a constant visitor at the office; in
fact, every few hours or so.

Q. Well, I ask youn specifically whether you heard any con-
versation between William P. Boland and Williams in reference
to Williams getting Judge Archbald to go to the New York office
of the Erie Co.7—A. I believe Mr. Boland requested Mr,

from

Williams to see Mr. Archbald and get a letter of introduction
from him, I believe, to Capt. May.

Q. After that date did you hear Mr. Williams report that he
had not got the option from Capt. May?—A. I think he did:
yes, sir. On a subsequent time he came back and acknowledged
having had it.

Mr, Manager NORRIS. Mr. President, as T understood, the
Senate wanted to adjourn. Counsel is asking the witness ques-
tions that are not proper cross-examination. I have no objec-
tion, if I will be permitted to cross-examine him. Counsel is
really making the witness his own wiiness now.

Mr. WORTHINGTON, I understand that perfecily.

Mr. Manager NORRIS. He is really offering the ivitness as
his own at this time.

Mr. WORTHINGTON.
matter.

Mr. Manager NORRIS. With that understanding, I have no
objection, but it may delay the adjournment for some time.,

Mr. Manager CLAYTON. Mr, President, I want respectfully
to submit another suggestion, and that is that this witness is
now the witness for the respondent, and the counsel for the
respondent is asking him leading questions. For instance, he
S0 frames the question that the witness can answer categor-
ically. I submit that the proper way for him to proceed, until
the witness has shown an unwillingness, is to ask what was
said by the parties and not to state what he wants the witness
to give an affirmative answer to or a negative answer to, as the
case may be.

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I think, Mr. President, it is perfectly
apparent that we can not dispose of this matter in so short a
time as I had hoped; so we had better not detain the Senate, if
there is a desire to adjourn now. 2

Mr. OVERMAN, I renew my motion, Mr. President, that the
Senate sitting as a Court of Impeachment do now adjourn.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North
Carolina moves that the Senate sitting as a Court of Impeach-
ment do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 8 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, December 9, 1012,
at 12 o'clock m,

With reference to this particular

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Saturpay, December 7, 1912.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Father Almighty, boundless the resources, infinite the mercies,
plenteous the gifts poured out upon us. Help us as rational
beings gifted with the power of choice to lay hold upon.these
things, make them ours, that we may wisely use them to the
uplift of our souls and the furtherance of Thy kingdom, that
peace and good will may reign supreme. In the spirit of the
Lord Christ. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further consideration of House
gﬂ{ 206680, the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Garxer in
the chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Commiitee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering
the bill, of which the Clerk will read the title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 26680) making appropriations for the legislative,
executive, and judieial ex])eas-ea of the Government for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes,

The CHAIRMAN. When the commiitee arose yesterday there
was an amendment pending offered by the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Borrawnp], and if there is no objection, the
amendment will again be reported.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, WTB 54, line 6, by striking out the word * photostat”™ and
inserting in lieu thereof “ photographic reproduction machines.”

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
Jouxsox] is recognized.
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AMr. JOIINSON of Scuth Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I desire
that the gentleman from AMissouri shall be first recognized.

Mr., BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to withdraw the
amendment that I offered yesterday in order that the chairman
of the commitiee may introduce an amendment covering the
same ground.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri withdraws
his amendment, and the gentleman from South Carolina offers
ihe following amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 54, in lines 5 and 6, strike out the words * and the pur-
chase of supplies for photostat.”

Mr. JOONSON of South Carolina, Mr, Chairman, I think
under the appropriation for miscellaneous expenses and sta-
tionery they ecan supply these articles, and I move to strike out
all reference to any particular machine.

AMr. MOORE of 'ennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like to
ask the gentleman from South Carolina whether he removes
the objection that was made by the gentleman from Missouri,
that the photostat is a patented article.

Alr. JOIINSON of South Carolina. The gentleman from Mis-
=souri did not want Congress to single out any particular ma-
chine for reproductive purposes. There are other machines by
other names that do the same work.

AMr., MOORE of Pennsylvania. That seemed to me to be a
proper amendment. I do not think Congress ought to legislate
in favor of certain patented articles requiring that they should
be purchaged.

AMr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The Committee on Appro-
priations has no knowledge of the merits of any particular
machine, and therefore we are quite willing that the language
shall not designate any particular machine.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The difference between the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri and the
one suggested by the gentleman from South Carolina is instead
of specifying the photostat we shall specify the materials used
in the operation of the photostat, so that the photostat as a
patented article still remains.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. We do mnot specify any
machine: they buy the materials for use on all the machines
out of the appropriation for stationery.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman think
that his amendment will allow any competition? Will any
competitor under this bill be able to supply the department
with his particular machine or is not the supply still limited to
the photostat? :

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carclina. No; we do not limit it to
auy particular article beecanse we do not mention any particu-
lar machine. My amendment strikes out the word * photostat.”

Mr. MOORE of Penusylvania. If I understood the amend-
ment of the gentleman correctly, it provides that instead of
striking out the word “ photostat™ and using the term * photo-
eraphic machines,” as suggested by the gentleman from Mis-
souri, the amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina
simply proposes that we shall buy the materials for use.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. 'The language of my
amendment is, **on page 54, line 6, strike out the words ‘the
purchase of supplies for photostat.”

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
petition.

AMr. BORLAND. They have already the labor-saving ma-
chines under the general language of the clause which permits
them to buy them. It doés not specify any particular make of
machines nor designate it by patented name. It is a general
clause appropriating $8,000 for the purpose of purchasing labor-
saving machinery. Under that they have the photostat and
other machines for the same purpose. Recently the Auditor of
the Treasury ruled there was gsome doubt about buying supplies
for this machinery under this clause. He thought that they
should put in additional wording permitting them to buy sup-
plies for these machines. It appears, however, they could have
bought the supplies under the stationery clause and ought to
buy them under that clause. The amendment now suggested by
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Jonxsox] strikes the
word * photostat” from the law entirely and makes no provi-
sion here for the purchase of supplies for that particular ma-
chine. That relegates the purchase of supplies to the stationery
clause.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Missouri
niade the statemeiit yesterday that the photostat was a pat-
ented machine.

Mr. BORLAND. And now I repeat that. The photostat is
not a generie term, but is a particular patented machine for the
purpose of photographing reproductions. This is the only place
It is the only

I think that prevents com-

in the law where the name * photostat ™ appears.

clause in this law where it appears, and we now strike it out
entirely.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. TUnder the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from South Carolina could the manu-
facturer of another machine now compete for these supplies?

Mr. BORLAND. That is my understanding, and I agreed to
the amendment on that understanding.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago: Assistant treasurer, §3,000;
cashier, $3,000; vault clerk, $2,250: paying teller, $2,500: assorting
teller, $2,000: redemption teller, $2,000; change teller, $2,000: receiy-
ing teller, $2,000; bookkeepers—1 at $1.800, 2 at $1,000 each;
clerks—1 $1,750, 2 at $1,600 each, 9 at $1,500 each, 22 at $1.200
each, 1 $900; hall man, $1,100; messenger, $840; 3 watchmen, at §720
each ; janitor, §720; 8 money counters and handlers for money laundry
machines, at $900 each; in all, $83,320.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. May I ask the gentleman from South Carolina whether
in the estimates made for the office of the assistant treasurer
at Chicago there was any recommendation of an inerease in
the number of positions, and particularly for an assistant
cashier?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There was, I am sure,
although I have not the estimates before me at this moment.

Mr. MANN. I am sure they are very much in need of an
assistant cashier.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. They asked that the re-
ceiving teller be increased from $2,000 to $2,250. They asked
that an additional man be employed under the name of assistant
cashier, at $2,000, and then they dropped one clerk. They also
asked that the watchman be increased from $720 to $840.

Mr. MANN. I was not speaking of the increases so much as
ithe matter of authorizing an assistant cashier there, which my
information leads me to believe is a place very much needed.
Did the committee consider that?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The committee had before
it absolutely no evidence upon that question at the last sitting.
In the making up of the bill during the last Congress we did
have extensive hearings. The Secretary of the Treasury at-
tempted to reorganize thé force and to classify and standardize
the work. I believe that in the bill as it finally passed we left
the items for the subtreasuries just as the Secretary of the,
Treasury had asked us, with the exception of one or two men
who had been reduced at Boston.

Mr. MANN. I think the committee last year in ils recom-
mendations did very good work in reference to the affairs in
the office of the assistant treasurer. Of course that was in a
way somewhat tentative, although praciically complete. The
gentleman knows there is a very large amount of business trans-
acted at the Chieago office, much larger than at any other place
in the country outside of New York Cify, and while the business
is not so great by any means as it is in New York City, where
they have an assistant eashier, information led me to believe
they are very much in need of an assistant eashier, by that title,
in the Chicago office.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The gentleman will under-
stand that the man who is designated in the estimates as assist-
ant cashier is now carried as a clerk. They simply propose to
increase the salary and give him a different designation. It
does not increase the number of people in the subtreasury.

Mr. MANN. I understand that, but it increases the effective-
ness of the force by authorizing an assistant cashier who can
do certain work that a clerk can not do. However, if the com-
mittee has not carefully considered it, we may bring it to the
attention of the committee later.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I would say to the gentle-
man from Illinois that inasmuch as we adjusted all of these
salaries in the last Congress according to the recommendation of
the Secretary of the Treasury, we did not consider it at this
time, and we had no evidence whatever respecting it before the
committee.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman would not see his way clear at
the present time, or would he, to accepting an amendment pro-
viding for an assistant cashier there?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. We can not do that.

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I observe in {hese appropria-
tions for the different subtreasuries that there are provisions
for money counters and handlers for laundry machines. Now,
is that the money that is laundered in the Bureau of Printing
and Engraving Office here or are the laundry machines loeated
in the subfreasuries? 7
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There is to be installed
in each subtreasury, except that at San Francisco where they
use no paper money, a money-washing machine.

Mr. FOSTER. 8o that the work will be done in the sub-
treasuries instead of here?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Obh, yes; there will be a
money-washing machine in each subtreasury except the one at
San Francisco. There is now one in the Treasury Depart-
ment——

Mr. FOSTER. One here in Washington.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes, .

Mr. FOSTER. But none in the subtreasuries at this time?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. No:; but the machines
have been purchased and will be installed by January.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I desire to ask the chalrman how much
economy will that result in?

Mr. JOHNSON of Sonth Carolina. At lenst $300,000 a year.

The Clerk read as follows:

Office of assistant treasurer at Cincinnati: Assistant treasurer,
$4.5000; cashier, $2,250; paying teller, 3:’..000: receiving teller, $1,800 ;
vault clerk, $1,800; bookkeeper, $1,800; clerks—two at $1,300 each,
five nt $1,200 each, two at $1,000 each : clerk and stenographer, $1,000 ;
chlef watchman, $840; two watchmen, at $0600 each: four money
counters and handlers for money laundry machines, at $000 each; in
all, $31,390.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the peint of or-

T der——

The CHAIRMAN. Against what paragraph?

Mr. FOWLER. Against the paragraph just read. I desire
to ask the chairman of the commititee why the assistant treas-
urer at Boston and at Chilecago recelve a salary of £5,000 and
at Cincinnati he only receives a salary of $4,500, Is that pro-
vided for by law? -

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I do not recollect there is
any law fixing the salary of assistant treasurers in the United
States. The salaries as fixed in this bill have been fixed by the
Secretary of the Treasury, They were fixed, in his judgment,
according to the responsibility of the position. The responsi-
bilities in Chicago and Boston, where large sums are handled,
are greater than the responsibilities in Cinecinnati.

AMr. FOWLER. Are the sums the same as have been carried
in the bills heretofore?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Careolina. We have made no change
whatsoever in any one of the subtreasuries of the United States
unless it was a reduction.

" Mr. FOWLER. I observe that the cashier at Chicago re-
ceives $3,000, whereas the salary paid the same position at
Boston and at Cincinnati is $2,250 in one case and $2,500 in the
other. Why should there be a difference made in these different
offices in these subtreasury positions?

Mr. JOIINSON of South Carolina. I will say to the gentle-
man from Illineis that Secretary MacVeagh has undertaken to
reclassify and standardize the work and the salaries of all the
employees in all the subireasuries, and at the last session of
Congress the appropriation bill carried the amounts recom-
mended by the Secretary, and that was done not hastily but
after investigation and inquiry.

Mr. FOWLER. I discover that yon make an increase of
clerks from four to five at the salary of $1,200. What is the
use for the extra clerk at Cincinnati?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
this bill.

Mr, FOWLER. Last year the bill carried a provision for
four; this bill carries a provision for five.

AMr. JOHNSOXN of South Carolina., Has the gentleman the
law before him?

Mr. FOWLER. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

AMr. LONGWORTIL
amendment.

Mr, FOSTER. There is a point of order pending.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
FowLEr] reserve the point of order?

Mr. FOWLER. I did reserve the point of order, AMr. Chair-
man, and was trying to get the reasons for the increase of
salary in certain positions.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, as I
stated to the gentleman a moment ago, there is no increase.
If he will examine the appropriation bill for the current year,
he will find in one place four clerks at $1,200 each. Then fol-
lows two clerks at $1,200 each; vault clerk, $1,800; book-
keeper, $1,800; clerk, $1,200. This year, instead of carrying the
five clerks in two separate parts of the bill, we consolidated
and say five clerks at $1,200.

Mr. FOWLER. That may be frone—

AMr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. It is true,

There is no change in

Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an

Mr. FOWLER (continuing). That they have been combined,
but I do not so discover on an examination of the bill. How-
ever, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loxa-
worTH] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

Mr. LONGWORTH. In line 12, page 39, strike out the fignres
#6007 and insert in lien thereof the figures “ 720."

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 59, line 12, by striking out the figures “ 600 " and insert-
ing in lieu thereof the figures “ 720."

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I merely desire to make
this very brief statement, and I trust that the chairman of the
committee will offer no objection. It will be observed that the
watchmen in every subireasury, except that in Cincinnati,
receive a salary of $720 a year, while in Bosion they receive
$850 a year. In Cincinnati their salary is only $600 a year—
$50 a month., It seems to me that the mere statement of this
fact carries its own argument. It is utterly absurd that these
men in Cincinnati should be paid $120 a year less than they are
paid in New Orleans for doing precisely the same work. If my
amendment shall carry, then every watchman in every subtreas-
ury will receive at least $60 a month. The increase is almost
negligible. It will amount to only $240 a year, and yet it will
pay these watchmen what I regard as a fair living wage. I
trust that the gentlemen will not interpose an objection.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohlo [Mr. Loxg-
worTH] yield to his colleague?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Certainly.

Mr. ALLEN. Has the gentleman concluded his statement?
Mr. LONGWORTEL Yes, if the gentleman desires to make a
statement.,

Mr. ALLEN. I simply wanted to say that I hope the com-
mittea will see its way clear to accept that amendment, not only
for the reasons stated, namely, that the watchmen in the sub-
treasuries in other cities receive $720 a year, but, as I reecall,
in the Post Office appropriation bill last year janitors were in-
creased on motion, I think, of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
Murpock ], from $600 to $720 a year, it being recognized that in
this day of the high cost of living $600 was entirely inadequate
for a man to take care of his family and to meet the require-
ments of the present time. I want to add my word in their be-
half, and I hope the committee will accept that amendment,
which is a small amount, so far as this bill is concernad.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loxaworrir], which the Clerk
will again report.

The amendment was again read.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Office of assistant treasurer at Bt. Louvis: Assistant treasurer, $4,500 ;
cashier, $2,500; paying tcller, $2,000; receiving teller, $1.800; assort-

ing teller, 1,8'0 ; change teller, $1,600; coin teiler, $1,200; book-
keeper, $1,500; clerks—3 at $1,500 each, 7 at $1,200 each, 2 at $1,100
each, 3 at $1,000 each, 3 at $200 each; 2 watchmen, at $720 each;

2 janitors, at $600 each; gnard, $720; 4 money counters and handlers
for money laundry machines, at § each ; in all, $44,660,

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word., I desire to offer an amendment on line 23. I move to
strike out the fignres “ 600" and substitute the figures * 720.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 61, line 23, strike out the figures * 600" and [nsert * 720."

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, on looking over the pay for
janitors and watchmen in the different subtreasuries of the
country I find that, with the exception of those in the sub-
treasury in St. Louis, the pay is $720 in each and every in-
gtance. These janitors at the subtreasury in St. Louis are on
the same footing as watchmen. They have to do that work
in the subtreasury offices, and I feel, Mr. Chairman, that in
view of the policy shown by the House at the last session of
Congress the increase of pay of these men to a lving wage,
namely, to $720, which was the minimum of the increase of
the last Congress—and, in fact, they were increased up to as
much as $840—I think it is only fair and proper that this
change should be made. It is impossible for men to live on £600
a year—$50 a month—and properly rear a family,

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. DYER. Yes.

Mr. MANN. Why is it necessary to have two janitors at the
S8t. Louis subtreasury? The bill already carries two watchmen
and two janitors. At New Orleans there are two watchmen
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but no janifor, and at Cincinnati, where we just increased the
appropriation for the watchmen, they have two watchmen and
no janitor. What is the necessity for having two watchmen
and two janitors at St. Louis?

Mr. DYER. 8t. Louis is a larger city.

Mr. MANN. What is the necessity of having two watchmen
and two janitors at St. Leunis more than at any other office?
Chicago, which is reputed o be a somewhat dirty city, so far
a8 the air is concerned, has but one janitor, and yet requires
three or four times as much work as is done in St. Louis. Is
more cleaning required at St. Louls than anywhere else?

Mr. DYER. I will state, in answer to the question of the
gentleman from Illinois, that St. Louis is a much larger city
than any he has named except Chicago, which is provided with
a messenger, which is not provided for at St. Louis.

Mr. MANN. The messenger does not do janitor's work.

Mr., DYER. These janitors do substantially the same work
as the watchmen in the Chicago office. There is a messenger at
the Chicago oflice at $S40, and three watchmen at $720 each,
and one janitor at $720. These janitors at 8t. Louis do prac-
tically the same work as the watchmen. The language is used
interchangeably, and there is no difference, substantially, in
the work which they do.

Mr, MANN. The amount of work done at the St. Louis office
is only a trifle larger than the amount transacted at New
Orleans and at Cincinnati, where they get along without those
four men. What is the necessity of having four men at St
Louis to do the work done by two men at Cincinnati or at New
Orleans or most of the other places? They have one janitor at
Chicago and two janitors at St. Louis.

Mr. DYER. Well, I explained, or tried to explain that to the
gentleman, that in some places “ watchmen " are carried instead
of * janitors.” We have only one watchman at St. Louis, and
these janitors have ofttimes to do the work of a watchman,
because if he goes away for one purpose or other the janitors
have to do his work. These janitors are employed all the time
and give all their time to this work, and they are needed. I
ask for a vote, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. MANN. There is no real necessity for them at all.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, did I
understand the gentleman’s amendment to provide that these
people should be called watchmen instead of janitors?

Mr. DYER. No; my amendment did not provide that.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. But the gentleman's
amendment proposes to increase the pay only? :

Mr. DYER. Yes; to make it the same as janitors are paid
at other subtreasuries in the country in every instance.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr, Chairman, I have
only this to say: That the Secretary of the Treasury has re-
quested no inerease in the compensation of these people. There
is not a word of testimony before the committee that would
justify the committee in making the increase. There are 450,000
people in the employment of the Government, and we can not
raise salaries on the floor of the House indiscriminately with-
out any evidence whatever. In fact, I think the best thing to
do would be to strike out those two positions. They are hardly
needed.

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes.

Mr. DYER. When we had the Post Office appropriation bill
up there were 1,400 messengers and janitors and watchmen
whose salaries were increased and there had been no recommen-
dation from the Postmaster General or anybody asking for it,
and in the case of those whom we just increased a while ago,
for instance, in the case at Cincinnati, there is no word fromn
there on the subject. It is not because they are not needed.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Oarolina. The Secretary of the
Treasury recommended the increase at Cincinnati.

Mr. DYER. Well, I will say that I have talked with the
officials at the office at 8t. Louis and they tell me that $600 is
not sufficient to pay these men to do the work and expect from
them good service.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That is all.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offéered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer], which
the Clerk will again report.

The amendment was again read.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the “noes” appeared to have it.

Mr. DYER. I ask for a division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 20.

Mr, DYER. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Chairman.

The CHATRMAN. The yeas and nays can not be had in
committee.

Mr. DYER. I ask for tellers. :

The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri demands
tellers. As many as favor taking this vote by tellers will rise
and remain standing until counted. [After counting.] Only
12 gentlemen have arisen. It takes 20. Tellers are refused,
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mint at Denver, Colo.: Superintendent, $4,500: assayer, $3,000:

superintendent mel and refining department, $3,000; superintendent
coining department, $2.500; chief clerk, and cashier, at $2.500 each ;
deposit welgh clerk, and bookkeeper, at $2,000 each; assistant assayer

22,200 ; ass&%er's assistant, §2,000; assistant cashier, $1,800; clerks—
two at $2.4 each, two at $1,800 each, four at $1.6 each, two at
$1,400 each, one £1,200; private secretary, $1,200; in all, §47,200.

AMr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which
I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, nare 62, by striking out all of lines 15 to 23, inclusive, and
inserting in lieu thereof the following :

“* MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES.

“Mint at Carson, Nev.: Assayer in charge, who shall also perform
the duties of melter, $2,250; assistant assayer, $1,500; chief clerk,
$1,600; clerk, $1,000; in all, $6,350.

** I'or w_a?as of workmen and other employees, $6,200.

“ For incidental and contingent expenses, $3,000,

“Mint at New Orleans, La.: Assayer, who shall have general eharge
of the institution as under section 3560, Revised Statutes, and who
shall be a practical assa{er, $2.,5600; assistant assayer, $1,600; chief
clerk, who shall perform the duties of cashier, £1,600; 3 clerks, $1,200
each ; assayer's assistant, $1,200; in all, 10,500.

“ For wa of workmen and other employees, $7,500.

“ For incidental and contingent expenses, £3,500.

“Mint at San Francisco, Cal.: Buperintendent, $4,500; assayer,
superintendent melting and refining d:}mrtment. and superintendent
coining department, at $3,000 each; chief clerk, and cashier, at £2,500
each ; bookkeeper, $2,000;: assistant assayer, $£2,200: assistant melter
and refiner, and assistant coiner, at 82.006 each; assistant ecashier,
$1,800; assistant bookkeeper, $1,800; asssi’er‘a assistant, %2,000: de-
g It welgh clerk, $2,000; 1 clerk, $2,000; 1 clerk, $1,800; 6 clerks, at

1,600 each; ‘%-ivnte secretary, $1.400; 2 clerks, at $1,400 each; 2
clerks, at $1,200 each; in all, £54,300.

* For w of workmen and other employees, $122,500.

“T¥or incidental and continfent expenses, including new machinery
and re]?turs. exclusive of that required for the refinery, melter and
refiners wastage. and loss on sale of sweeps, arising from the manufae-
ture of Info or coinage, and for wastage and loss on sale of coiners’
sweeps, $40,000.

“Asgsay office at Bolse, Idaho : Assayer In charge, who shall also per-
form the duties of melter, $2,250; assistant assayer. %.600: chief
clerk, who shall also perform the duties of cashier, $1,500; assayer's
assistant, $1,500; 1 clerk, $1,200; in all, $8,050.

“ For wages of workmen and other employees, £3,540.

“ For incidental and cantingﬁmt expenses, $2,500.

‘“ Assay office at Charlotte, N. C.: Assayer and melter, $1.500.

“ For wages of workmen and other clerks and employees, $000.

* For incidental and contingent expenses, $400.

“ Assay office at Deadwood, 8. Dak.: Assayer in charge, who shall
also perform the duties of melter, $2,000; clerk, $1,200; assistant
assayer, $1,600; assayer's assistant, $1,400; in all, 6,200,

“ ¥For wa of workmen and other employees, $3,000.

* For incidental and con nt expenses, new machinery, etc., $1,500,

¥4 Assag office at Helena, Mont.: Assayer in charge, $2,500; chief
clerk, who shall also perform the duties of cashier, $1.800: clerk,
$1,600; clerk, $1,400; assistant assayer, $1,700; assayer's assistant,
$1.400} in all, $10

“ For wzges of workmen and other employees, £6,500.

“ For incidental and contingent eipenses. +200;

“ Assay office at Seattle, ash.: Assayer in charge, who shall also
perform the duties of mel{'er, $2,750; assistant assayer, $2,000; chief
clerk, who shall also perform the dutles of ecashier, $2.000; 1 clerk,
$£1,700; 2 clerks, at $1,600 each; clerk, £1,400; in all, $13,050.

“ For wasfes of workmen and other employees, $22,000.
$B“'ggt incidental and contingent expenses, including rent of building,

i) .

“Am:r office at Salt Lake City, Utah: Assayer in charge, who shall
also perform the duties of melter, $2,5600; assistant assayer, $1,600;
chief clerk, who shall also Eertorm the duties of cashier, $1, : Pro-
vided, That the chief clerk shall perform the duties of assayer in
charge in his absence; clerk, $1,400; in all, $7,100.

“ For wages of workmen and other employees, §4,500,

*For incidental and contingent expenses, 500,

“ The position of coiner, which has heretofore existed in each of the
colnage mints, and the position of melter and refiner, which has here-
tofore existed in each of the colnage mints and in the Unlted States
assay office at New York, are hereby abolished, to take effect on and
after July 1, 1912, and on and after that date the duties and respon-
sibilitles heretofore imposed by law on the officers holding sald posi-
tions in each of said mints and the assay office shall devolve upon the
superintendents of sald institutions; and all assistants and employees
of the mints and assay offices of the United States shall, from and
after July 1, 1912, be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury.

“ Mint at Denver, 0.: Buperintendent, $4.500: assayer, $3,000;
suPerlnteudent melting and refining department, $3,000; superintendent
colning department, $2,500; chief clerk, and cashier, at $2,500 each;
deposit we/ clerk, and bookkeeper, at $2,000 each; assistant assayer,
$2,200; 2 clerks, at $2.000 each; assayer's assistant, 22 000 ; assistant
cashier, $1,800; 2 clerks, at $1,800 cach; 4 clerks, at $1,600 cach; 2
c!f;%uat sl,iﬂfl each ; 1 clerk, $1,200; prfvate secretary, $1,200; in all,

“'For waﬁes of workmen and other employees, $94,000.
“ For incidental and contingent expenses, including new machinery

and repairs, wastage In melting and refining departments and colning
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departments, and loss on sale of sweeps arising from the treatment of
bullion and the manufacture of coln, L, 000,

“ Mint at Philadelphia: Superintendent, $4,500; engraver, $4,000;
assayer, $3,000; superintendent melting and refining department,
$3,000 ; superintendent coining department, t2,500: chief clerk, $2,500;
assistant assayer, §2.200; assistant superintendent of melting and re-
fining department, $2,000; cashier and bookkeeper, at $2,600 each; 1
clerk, unga deposit welﬁh clerk, at $2,000 each; assistant cashier, and
curator, at $1,800 each: 2 clerks, at $1,700 each;: 8 clerks, at $1,600
cach ; 1 clerk, $1,500; 6 clerks, at $1,400 each; 1 clerk, $1,300; 8 clerks,
at £1,200 each (including one formerly paid from ‘?artlng and re-
fining ’) ; 5 clerks, at $1,000 each; 1 clerk, $900; in all, $73,200,

“ Jor wages of workmen and other employees, $305,000. I

“ For Incidental and contingent expenses, including new machinery
and repairs, wastage in melting and refining and in coining departments,
and loss on sale of sweeps arising from the treatment of bulllon and
the manufacture of coins, £70,000,

“Agsay office at New York: SBuperintendent, $5,000; assayer, $3,000;
superintendent of meltinf: and re nlnf department, $3,000; chief clerk,
cashier, deposit weigh clerk, uind assistant assayer, at $2,500 each; 2
clerks, and assayer's assistant, at $2,000 each; bookkeeper, $2,350;
assistant cashier, and 4 clerks, at $1,800 each; 1 clerk (formerly paid
from ‘parting and refining'), $1,600; 1 eclerk, $1,5600; private secre-
tary, $1,400; 1 clerk, £1,250; 7 clerks, at $1,000 each; in all, §51,100.

* For wages of workingmen and other employees, $80,000.

* For incidental and contingent expenses, including new machinery
and repairs, wastage in the melting department, and loss on sale of
sweeps arising from the treatment of bullion, $60,000."

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I make
the point of order that the paragraph to which the amendment
is offered provides simply for the mint at Denver, Colo,, while
the amendment undertakes to provide for assay offices through-
out the country.

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the gentleman's
point of order, it is that the amendment is not germane.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I think it also provides
for striking out parts of the bill that have not been reached.

Mr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman withhold his point of
order for a few minutes?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
desires.

Mr., FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman’s point
of order is not well taken, but I shall not argue that question
just at this time. I want to call the attention of the gentleman
and of the Members of the House to that which is provided in
the amendment whick I have sent to the Clerk's desk. All that
is provided is existang law. The language that has just been
read is the language of the present law, and the bill as it has
been reported by the committee proposes to abolish six of the
assay offices of the United States, including the ones in North
Carolina, Louisiana, Utah, Nevada, Montana, and Idaho.

The argument that was repeatedly advanced a year ago for
the abolition of these assay offices, and the one that is pressed
to-day, is the argument that it is necessary on account of econ-
omy and the economical administration of this branch of tlre
Government. If there were merit to that argnment, the position
that the committee has taken falls short, because a year ago
the committee went further and provided for the abolition of
different assay offices which are not abolished in the present
bill. More than that, if the argument of economy is to be re-
garded as the controlling factor in the consideration of this
particular feature of the bill, the committee does not go far
enongh, because it should even abolish our mints and all the
assay offices, with possibly one or two exceptions, because with
possibly one or two exceptions they do not pay the expenses of
their operation.

The fact of the business is that mints and assay offices are not
maintained as revenue producers by our Government; and if we
were to go further than that, the faet is that probably very few
of the functions of the Government are exercised or maintained
for the purpose of making a profit to the Government while per-
forming a public service for the people. If you will go to the
various departments, the head offices of which are here in
Washington, you will find that that statement is amply borne
out by that which we are doing in every session, in making
appropriations for the maintaining of these various depart-
ments. Your Agricultural Department costs you every year mil-
lions and millions of dollars, and yet it is not urged that there
is a profit coming to the Government from the maintenance of
that department, other than the profit that comes to the people
generally throughout the counfry through the information and
development and experience that can be obtained, which are to
the interest of farming and agricultural communities,

Until within the past year the Post Office Department has not
been maintained at a profit, and has not even borne the expense
of its own maintenance. You would not abolish that depart-
ment. So it is with other departments. The people of the coun-

I will, if the gentleman

try do not expect that our governmental institutions #hall bear
the expense of their operation as a reason for their existence,
providing they give service,

Here is an institution that is operated for the convenience of
* the people.

I refer merely to the one in my own State, which

may be taken as an illustration of the character of service
performed by similar institutions in the other sections of the
country,

We have an assay office at Boise that performs the work of
assaying gold and silver to the amount of nearly $1,000,000 per
year for people of a large section of the country. The service
that is performed is not performed for a few people only, it is
not performed for a few large mining companies, but if you will
turn to the record you will find that of the 500 and more who
have sent bullion to the assay office at Boise almost all has
been sent by persons who have sent less than $1,000 each.

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Certainly.

Mr. BURLESON. I would like to ask the gentleman if he is
aware of the fact that during the last fiscal year the earnings
of the assay office at Boise were $6,017.46 and the expenditure
$14,541.147

Mr. FRENCH. That statement is practically correct.

Mr. BURLESON. Does the gentleman think that it is a good
proposition to maintain at Government expense an assay office
with a net loss of $8,000 a year?

Mr. FRENCH. Postal routes are maintained at a net loss to
the Government, and you would not ask to abolish them in all
sections of the country on account of the expense.

Mr. BURLESON. Does the gentleman contend that there is
any analogy between the two cases?

Mr. FRENCH. I contend that they are analogous. Of the
500 persons who sent gold and silver bullion to the assay office
at Boise, nearly 500 sent in amounts of less than $1,000 each,
and only 26 sent in an amount of more than $2,000 per indi-
vidual. That represents accommodation to the people in han-
dling nearly $1,000,000 of bullion that is assayed every year at
that office. I have no doubt the same illustration could be made
at every other assay office as to proportion and average. It isa
great convenience to the people in the section where the assay
offices are located.

Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I will

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee., The gentleman has referred to
the Agricultural Department and the Post Office Department.
We know that they are run in the interest of the people
throughout the country. In whose particular interest are the
assay offices maintained?

Mr. FRENCH. In the interest of the people throughout the
country, because just as the development of agriculture and just
as the development and dissemination of information throngh
the I'ost Office Department are for the benefit of the country at
large, so these assay offices are for the development of the
mining resources. Our mining resources have developed in the
last quarter of a century along these lines, so that to-day the
output of gold and silver is nearly $100,000,000 every year, and
yet the industry has received scarcely any encouragement.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Idaho
has expired.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my time be ex-
tended five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho asks that his
time be extended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman surely does not
mean to contend that these assay offices are maintained for any
other purpose than the convenience of those who produce the
gold bullion. Now I want to ask if it is not a faet that these
people who now send their bullion to the assay office located in -
the gentleman’s State could not send it other assay offices, say
at Denver or Deadwood, 8. Dak., which it is proposed to retain,
and have the same services performed there that are performed
now in the State of Idaho and save this expense to the people?

Mr. FRENCH. That is true in part, but there would be a
delay In the time it would take to get a return on the bullion,
and also an extra expense in the express charges that our pro-
ducers would have to pay in carrying the bullion the greater
distance. In the gold that is produced in Idaho to-day, 80 or
90 per cent is sent to Boise, and of the silver more than 96 per
cent is sent to the assay office in Doise instead of the assay
offices or mints in other parts of the country.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The only difference that would
result would be that those who produce gold bullion now would
have to pay a little more money to send their gold and silver
to the assay offices located in other places than they do, in
order to send it to the assay office in the gentleman’s State.

Mr. FRENCH. That same principle could be applied to the
Agricultural Department, and could be applied to the I'ost
Office Department, and every other department that we main-
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tain. The people conld bear the expense individually which
the Government now bears.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The position of the gentleman is
that 93,000,000 people should be forced to pay the extra ex-
pense of something like $8,000 for the benefit of 400 or 500
people in Idaho who produce gold bullion and send it to the
assay office in his State, rather than to the mint and assay
office at Denver.

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, not at all; and the convenience and ad-
vantage that just a few would receive is merely suggestive of
the convenience and advantage it would be to a large section of
the country to have the institution there, where people may
have the opportunity of sending the bullion they produce in
those States to a convenient assay office, for the encouragement
of the industry, for the encouragement of building up the gold
and silver mining in the particular sections of the country that
are fributary to these assay offices. I think the people gen-
erally, the 93,000,000 to whom the gentleman refers, will be
glad to have this expense borne by the Government as an
encouragement to the mining industry of the United States.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Can the gentleman then tell why
it is that the Secretary of the Treasury has, without exception,
vear after year, recommended that the assay office in the gen-
tleman’'s State and all the other assay offices except at Denver
and Philadelphia be abolished in the interest of the public
gervice and of the people?

Mr. FRENCI. The Secretary takes that position honestly,
but why has not the committee followed that course they fol-
lowed a year ago? If their position a year ago was correct,
wherein they sought to abolish the assay office at Seattle, the
mint at 8an Francisco, and other assay offices in the country,
why do they reverse their policy and now try to abolish only
a few?

Mr., BYRNS of Tennessee. If the gentleman asks me the
question, I will say that the commiitee was in earnest a year
ago when it endeavored to abolish all the assay offices, but the
trouble was that when we came in here on the floor of the
House we found a combination against the committee which
prevented the abolishment of any of these offices. The com-
mittee now seeks by this bill to abolish only those assay offices
which are a losing proposition to the Government.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; and they are in States that are repre-
sented by but a one-Member delegation—States like Idaho,
Utah, Montana, Nevada. Of course North Carclina and
Lounisiana must be included, but four of the six the committee
is abolishing are located in States that have only one Repre-
senntive on thig floor.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. That is because these assay offices
happen to be located in those States, but I will say to the gen-
tleman that every assay office in the South has been abolished
in this bill

Mr. FRENCH. Only two of them.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. There are only two there.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; and you have abolished four from
States that have only one Member each representing them in
this body, and I think it is more a question of being able, as
the gentleman suggests, to prevent some such combination
that the committee has prepared the bill in the way it has. If
the committee were in earnest a year ago, why not fight it out
along the same lines now?

Mr., BYRNS of Tennessee.
effort to abolish all of them?

Mr. FRENCH. No, I will not; because I believe they should
be retained, not only the ones that are retained in the bill but
the ones I ask to have retained in the amendment which I now
propose.

Mr., JOHNSON of Souih Carolina. Mr. Chairman, has the
Chair yet ruled on the point of order?

The CHATRMAN. The Chair thinks the poeint of order well
taken. If the gentleman from Idaho cares to be heard upon
the question, the Chair will hear him. The gentleman said he
did nof care to discuss the point of order,

Mr. FRENCH. Mr, Chairman, I do not think there can be
any particular question on the point of order. I think the point
of order is not well taken, because the amendment simply
reinstates existing law. It proposes nothing new, it refers to
that which is already existing law, and I think that now is a
very proper time to have it considered, in lieu of the para-
graph for which it is a substitute.

The CHAIRMAN. It is a well-established rule of the House,
as the Chair understands it, that if any portion of an amend-
ment is obnoxious, it makes the entire amendment obnoxious,
It appears from the reading of this amendment that it includes
matters other than is contemplated in the provision from line
15 to 23, on page 62. If the gentleman’s amendment should

Will the gentleman join us in an

come after that as a different and separate section, it might be
in order; but this provision provides solely for a mint at
Denver, whereas the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Idaho creates a number of assay offices throughout the eountry.
If he should offer his amendment as a separate section follow-
ing the mint at Denver, it seems to the Chalr that it would be
in order.

Mr. FRENCH. Then, to save time, because I would simply
follow the program the Chair has outlined, I ask unanimous
consent that the amendment I have proposed be offered as a
separate section immediately following the disposition of this
section that is now pending, and also in the same sentence I
will ask that we do not read it, because we are all familiar
with its terms, and then it can be voted up or down as the
House sees fit.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. T object, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina
objg‘cts. The point of order is sustained, and the Clerk will
rea

Mr. FRENCH. Then, Mr. Chairman, I would offer this same
amendment as a separate section at this time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho offers the fol-
lowing amendment as a separate section.

Mr. FRENCH. If the Clerk will omit the part pertaining to
Denver—I want to omit that because that is taken ecare of—I
would ask that the reading be dispensed with, because the
House is familiar with it.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho asks unani-
mous consent that the reading of the amendment be dispensed
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none. The question is on the adoption of the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Idaho.

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I demand a division of the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas demands a
division of the amendment. The Clerk will report the first sub-
division of the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 62, after line 23, insert the following:

“ MINTS AND ASSAY OFFICES.

“ Mint at Carson, Nev.: Assayer in charge, who shall also
the duties of melter, $2,250: assistant assayer, $1,500: chi
$1,600; clerk, $1,000} in all, $6,350.

** For es of workmen and other employees, $6,200,

“ For incidental and contingent expenses, $3,000.”

Mr. BURLESON. Mr., Chairman, I simply desire to direct
the attention of the committee to the fact that last year the
earnings at the Carson Mint were $3,717.93 and the expenses
were $15,284.69. 'The aggregate expenses of the assay offices
we seek in this bill to abolish are $144,673.69. The aggregate
earnings are §42,180.18. The net annual loss to the Govern-
ment is more than $100,000, and, in addition to this loss, for
each year there is a cost for transportation necessarily incurred
by the shipment of ore that is purchased which is sent to the
mint for coinage purposes, aggregating thousands of dollars.
The abolishment of these assay offices has been recommended
by the present Secretary of the Treasury. Every Secretary of
the Treasury for years with unvarying regularity, Democratic
Secretaries of the Treasury alike with Republican Secretaries
of the Treasury, have recommended their abolishment, declar-
ing that they render no substantial service. It is in the infer-
est of economy, and, Mr., Chairman, no reason can be stated
why they should be continued, and they would not have been
continued in last year's bill except for a combination upon the
part of certain Representatives who have a selfish interest in the
continuance of these particular assay offices, and I now ask that
the Committee of the Whole sustain the Committee on Appropri-
ations in its effort to strike down this wasteful extravagance.
But for the combination last year these useless offices wonld
have been abolished. I think now it no longer exists and that at
ﬁllst we can succeed in eliminating these indefensible items from

is bilL

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I had occasion the other day
to criticize the committee and the majority of this House for
introducing in this bill what I thought was the first indiea-
tion of a seizure of the spoils of office. I want to be fair about
the matter, and so I think I ought now to say that this propo-
sition which they are making here shows quite an opposile
spirit. I am surprised at it. I am afraid it is a spirit that
will not be demonstrated very often in the progress of time,
but certainly in this instance the majority of the committee is
showing great self-denial and restraint of appetite in the effort
to abolish these offices, which in the future would give them
patronage. I think they are doing it wisely as well as un-
selfishly. I think it is a righteous economy which deserves the
commendation and support of the House.

erform
clerk,
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The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the subdivision amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Idaho.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHHAIRMAN, Does the committee desire the balance of
the amendment voted on together?

Mr. BURLESON. We are willing to vote on if.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the balance of {he
amendment offered by the gentleman from Idaho.

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced the
noes seemed to have it.

Tpon a division (demanded by Mr, Frexcm) there were—
ayes 11, noes 49.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Assay office at Deadwood, 8. Dak. : Assayer in charge, who shall also

rform the dutles of melter, $2,000; clerk, $1.200; assistant assayer,

1,600 ; assayer's assistant, $1,400; in all, $6,200.

For wages of workmen and other employees, $3,000.

For Incidental and contlngent expenses, new machinery, ete., $1,500.

AMr. COX of Indiana, Mr, Chairman, a parlinmentary in-

uiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I would like to know where the Clerk
wils reading.

The CHAIRMAN, Page 63, line 7.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether
I am too late or not, but T want to move to strike out all on
page 65, lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7; in other words, from line 1
to line 7, inclusive, page €5.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 635, strike out all of lines 1 to 7, inclusive.

My, JOHNSON of South Carolina. I am guite willing,

The CITAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Indiana.

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Agsay office at Seattle, Wash.: Assayer in charge, who shall also
perform the duties of melter, $2,750; assistant assayer, $2.000; chief
clerk, who shall also perform the duties of cashier. $2.000; clerks—
one $1,700, two at $].800 cach, one $1,400; in all, §13,050.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I move {o strike out the last
word. I want to ask the chairman of the committee a question,
Is there any more need for the office at Seattle than for the
one at Deadwood, in his opinion?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes; there is a great deal
more need for an assay office at Seattle than there is at any
other point on the Pacific coast. The amount of bullion which
comes down to Seattle from Alaska is very great.

Mr. DYER. While I am on my feet I would like to ask the
chairman of the subcommittee a question which I wanted to
ask him when we had up the matter of the subtreasury. I would
like to know if the Committee on Appropriations has made any
recent inquiry into whether or not some of the subtreasuries
conld not be abolished without injuring the public business?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carclina. They ought all to be abol-
ished, but this committee was not in a position to do it. They
were organized under a very different condition of things than
that which now obtains, We are not prepared to abolish them.

Mr. DYER. I understand the gentleman to say, then, that
these different subtreasuries could practically be abolished with-
out any injury to the public business?

AMr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I think they could. Of
course we have not had any inquiries on that subject.

Alr. DYER. Can the chairman state to us whether or not it
is the intention, so far as he knows now, of the Commitiee on
Appropriations to take up this inquiry for the purpose of trying
to aboligh them?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I do not know who will
be on the Committee on Appropriations after the 4th of March.
This committee will do well to get through with the appropria-
tion bills for the next fiscal year,

The Clerk read as follows:

GOVERXMEXNT IN THE TERRITORIES.

District of Alaska: Governor, $7.000; 4 judges, at $7,500 each; 4
attorneys, at $5,000 each; 4 marshals, at §4,000 each; 4 clerks, at
$3,500 each ; in all, $87,000,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I would like to inquire from the gentleman in charge
of the bill, in regard .to the District of Alaska, whether they
need as large a force there now since Alaska was created into
a Territory as they have had heretofore? Is there a large
share of this legal work there to be done hereafter?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The Committee on Ap-
propriations has no information on that subject. When we
were making up the bill last year we thought that the force

was too large in the Territories, and we made an inquiry of
the Attorney General, and after investigation he notified the
committee that the forece could not be reduced.

The Clerk read as follows:

For judges of circuit courts, at $4,000 each, so much as may be neces-
sary, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914,

[Mr. FARR addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr, MANN. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word, for the purpose of inquiring of the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. Jouxsox], in charge of the bill, whether any re-
quest or estimate was made in reference to the expenses of the
Territorial Legislature for the Territory of Alaska, or whether
they would properly come in this bill or in the sundry eclvil bill?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. They would properly come
in this bill, Mr. Chairman, but no estimate was sent to us. We
do provide in this bill for the Legislature of Hawaii, but as it
only meets biennially it was not necessary to have any estimate
on this bill. No estimates came in regard to the other.

Mr. MANN. And the matter was not called to the attention
of the committee by the Delegate from Alaska?

Mr. JOHNBOX of South Carolina. No. There is no estimate
before the committee as to the amount needed.

The Clerk read as follows: ;

WAR DEPARTMENT.

Office of the Scerefary: Secretary of War, $12,000; Assistant Secre-
tary, $5,000 ;: assistant and chief clerk, £4,000; private secretary to the
S.ecretal'y. ;?"“00‘ clerk to the Secretary, $2,000; stenographer to the
Becretary, $2,000; clerk to the Assistant Sceretary, $2,400; assistant
chiel clerk, $2.400 ; dishursing clerk, $2,750 ; appointment clerk, $2,250 ;
4 chicfs of division, at $2.000 each; superintendent of bulldings outside
of Btate, War, and Navy Department Building, in addition to compensa-
tion as chief of division, $500; chief telegrapher, $1,800; clerks—4 of
class 4, 5 of class 3, 15 of class 2, 10 of class 1, 6 at $1,000 each, 1 at
$000; foreman, $1,200; carpenter, $1,200; chief messenger, $1,000; car-
penter, $1,080 ; skilled laborer, $1,080; 6 messengers; 7 assistunt mes-
sengers ; 2 assistant messengers, at $600 each; telephone switechboard
operator; assistant telephone switchboard operator; engineécr, $000 ;
assistant cngineer, $720; fireman: 4 watchmen; 5 watchmen, at $660
each : B lahorers ; hostlers—1 at $600, 1 at $540; elevator conductors—
1 at $G00; 4 charwomen ; in all, $148,160,

Alr. FOWLER. Mr, Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
this paragraph. I desire to ask the gentleman why the chief
clerk’s salary is increased from $2,500 to $£4.000.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolinn. We have not done any-
thing of the kind. The salary is the same now as it has been.

Mr. FOWLER. The last bill provides that the chief clerk of
the Secretary of War shall have a salary of $2,500. In this bill
it provides for a salary of $4,000.

My, JOIINSONXN of South Carolina.
whatever,

Mr. FOWLER. I have the statute before me.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The gentleman may have
the statute before him, but we are following current law.

Mr. FOWLER. Well, as a matier of fact, does the gentleman
think that there ought to be an increase in the salary simply by
current law, when there is no general law for it?

Mr. JOHXSONXN of South Carelina. He is not merely a chief
clerk in the ordinary acceptation of that term, but he is also an
Assistant Secretary of War.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, there is no provision in the
statute for an assistant secretary and chief clerk of war, but
there is a provision for a chief clerk at a salary of $2,500. It is
sought by this bill to inerease his salary from $2,500 to $4,000
by marrying him to an assistant for which there is no provision
of law. I therefore make a point of order against this provision
in line 3 for $4,000 for the chief clerk.

My, JOONSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the chief
clerk when the War Department was created by the act of 1789
was provided for at $600 a year. From time to time it was
increased ; notably in 1871 the salary was increased to $2,500.°
At some time previous to this present fiscal year the salary was
inereased in an appropriation bill to $4,000, and this committee
has not increased the salary over the amount carried in the
current law. There would be just as much sense in going back
and fixing this officer’s salary at $0600, which was the amount
fixed in the original statute in 1789, as there would be in going
back to the year 1871 and fixing the salary at $2,500.

Mr. FOWLER. Does the gentleman contend that there has
been an amendment to the statute fixing the salary of the chief
clerk to the Secretary of War to $2,500% -

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I endeavored to state dis-
tinetly that it has been increased on appropriation bills, and we
are simply following the current law as made in an appropria-
tion bill.

Mr. FOWLER. The gentleman is well aware of the fact that
merely because a salary may have been increased by an appro-
priation bill it is not binding at all upon any future Congress
or session thereof in making an appropriation for that purpose.

We have made no change
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
to have the Chair rule.

Mr. FOWLER. I will say to the Chair that I have before
me the statute governing the question of salaries for the De-
partment of War, and it provides for one chief clerk of the de-
pariment at a salary of $2,600 a year.

The CHAIRMAN. It is the Chair's understanding of the prec-
edents that whera a statute fixes the salary of an officer a
point of order against the increase of the salary ls good, and
that where the statute fixes no salary, then the current law is
to govern in a case of that character; and for that reason it
seems to the Chair that

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, in this instance, how-
ever, there is one other point to which the attention of the Chair
must be called. The statute cited by the gentleman from Illi-
noig [Mr. Fowrer] fixes the compensation of the office of chief
clerk, but that is not this office. This is a different office. It
is the offica of assistant and chief clerk—a different title, with
somewhat different duties—and it is upon that ground that the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Jouxsox] has based his
contention. There was a consolidation of offices and a change in
the compensation, and the particular position that the gentle-
man from 1llinois [Mr. FowrLer] now mentions does not exist.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr., Chairman, does the gentleman from
New York yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly.

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to ask if there is such a position as
Assistant Secretary of War, as contemplated by this previgion
of this bill?

Mr. JOIHNSON of South Carolina. There is an Assistant
Secretary of War at $5,000 a year, and he has an assistant and
chief clerk at $4,000 a year.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] how fhe word “ assistant™
is going to help to make it in order unless that office is au-
thorized by law?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. It is authorized by ap-
propriation acts, which justify us in carrying it in the next
appropriation bill

The CHAIRMAN. But if it is an office not autherized by
law, and the point of order is made against it, under the rules
of the committee a point of order would lie.

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no separate statute, as I reecall,
creating the office of assistant and chief clerk. If the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Fowrer] has made his point of m-:_]er
on that ground that is one thing. But the only compensation
fixed for the office of assistant and chief clerk is the compensa-
tion fixed in the appropriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think the point
of order is well taken.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Against the entire clause?

The CHAIRMAN. No; against this provision of * assistant
and chief clerk at $4,000." Ifas the gentleman from South
Carolina any amendment?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
ment.

The CHAIRMAN., The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Office of the Judge Advocate General: Chief clerk and solicltor,

2,500 ; law clerks—1 at $2,400, 1 at $2,000; clerks—1 of class 4,
2 of class 3, 3 of class 2, 6 of class 1; copyist; 2 messengers; assistant
messenger ; in all, $26,600,

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
against the paragraph. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge
of the bill why the chief clerk, in this paragraph, has a salary
of $2,500, whereas it ought to be $2,0007?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There is no law creating
such an office. It is just simply carried in an appropriation
bill.” We have carried it there because the previous appropria-
tion bills provided for it.

Mr. FOWLER. There is a chief clerk of this office?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. He is something more
than a chief clerk.

Mr. FOWLER. Can you consolidate a statutory office with
another office by an appropriation bill?

Mr. JOIINSON of South Caroclina. A chief clerk is author-
ized by law at $2,000. -

Mr. FOWLER. A chief clerk is authorized by law at the
salary of $2,0007

Mr. JOIINSON of South Carolina. Yes.

Mr. FOWLER. I make the point of order against this por-
tlon of the paragraph, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
point of order, I would rather let it go.

Mr. Chairman, T am ready

No; we have no amend:

If it is subject to a

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle-
man from Illinois says he has the statute before him, and the
statute authorizes a salary of $2,000.

Mr, FOWLER. I understand the law so fixes it,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The words “and =olic-
itor ” are subject to a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. What is the understanding of the gentle-
man in charge of the bill ag to what the statutory law is?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There is authority for a
chief clerk at $2,000. There is no provision for *“ chief clerk
and solicitor,” but there is a law for the chief clerk.

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair understand just what the
gentleman from Illinois made the poiat of order against. WIll
the gentleman state it again? /

Mr. FOWLER. The point of order is directed against the
salary of the chief clerk and solicitor provided in the bill at
$2,600. There is no such office as * chief clerk and solicitor”
created by the statnte. There is a statutory office of chief clerk,
and I make a point of order against that provision of the bill,

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order, in so far as the words
‘““and sollcitor” are concerned, is doubtless well taken. The
Chair is not certain whether that takes out of the bill the entire
provision “ chief clerk and solicitor.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the provigion
clerk and solicitor, $2.500," goes out.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustaing the point of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. There are carried in the legislative bill a very large
number of offices which have been carrvied for a great many
yvears at compensations and under titles different from the
compensiation and titles fixed in the organic act. In a long
series of years Congress, in providing for the needs of thie public
service, has from time to time provided additional compensa-
tion and changed titles in order to obtain the services required
to carry on the public service adequately. It is a notorious
fact that this bill ean be taken by any studious or industrious
Member of the House and completely emasculated. That is
known to the entire House. We have established a govern-
mental service in all the various departments essentinl for
the proper conduct of the public business. The Chair will
probably recall that a few years sinee, as a result of a some-
what partisan controversy that arose in the House, two Mem-
bers of the House undertook to eliminate from the legislative
bill all of the items that were not strictly in order under the
rules, and they carried their work to such an extent fhat at
the completion of the bill the House, by a practically unanimous
vote, adopted a rule reinserting all the items taken out, because
it would have been ludicrous to pass through the House a bill
purporting to provide for the departmental service which every-
body knew in effect did not do so. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Fowrer] can follow that practice if he ¢hooses to do so.
If he were bringing to the attention of the Committee of the
Whole items in this bill that the Committee on Appropriations
were at this time attempting to do in the way of increasing
forces or increasing compensation, which were not in strict
conformity with the rules, that would be one matfer, and I do
not know that I have ever criticized anyone for exercising his
rights under the rules in that respect; but to sit here and take
out all these various items of appropriation which are absolutely
essential for the conduct of the public service can not, it seems
to me, be justified upon any theory whatever. It may be that
the gentleman will earry his work to such an extent that in
order to preserve the self-respect of the House, at the con-
clusion of the bill, the commitiee may be compelled to ask the
adoption of a rule restoring all of the items eliminated in
this way.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment to take the place of the §2,500, which has been stricken out,
and make it $2,000, so that it will read “ chief clerk and solici-
tor, $2.000.”

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I make the point of order
against that amendment that it is not provided by law.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman from South Caro-
lina to withdraw the point of order.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolinn. T will withdraw the point
of order. Let the amendment be reported.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 68, llne 16, strike out $2,500 and insert $2,000.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I submit that that is not the
amendment that was offered. Let the Clerk report the amend-
ment that was offered.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FowLEr].

“¢hief
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M{. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend my amend-
ment.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I demand that the
amendment be reported.

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fow-
rer] will wait a moment, the Clerk will report his original
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 68, lines 15 and 16, insert * chlef clerk and sollcitor, $2,000."

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend the amend-
ment by striking out the words “ and solicitor.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to
the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the amendment by striking out the words *“and solicitor.”

Mr, MANN, I would like to ask the reason for siriking out
the words “and solicitor,” This man is conceded to be a
solicitor.

Mr. FOWLER. I do not understand that there is any such
statutory office as solicitor provided for in this department.

Mr. MANN. That is true; but this department itself is a
lawyer's department. It is the office of the Judge Advocate
General. While he is an Army officer he is also a lawyer and
has to be; his office is the legal department, and like any other
legal department of the Government it requires a solicitor,
Where there is a chief clerk he needs to be a lawyer or else
have a lawyer besides. It is run as a legal coffice and does the
legal work for the Army, and occasionally has furnished infor-
mation to the House and the committees of the House of an
important character in legal work.

Ar, FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to hinder or
delay legislation in this body in any way whatever. I feel as
gensible as any other Member of this House of my weakness
and newness in this body. TUnder no consideration would I
hold up this ITouse, in any sense of the word, in any department
of the Government which would handicap it or lessen its ability
to carry out the great needs of the Government of this country
to the fullest extent.

I resent, Mr. Chairman, any statement made here on the
floor of this House which may impute to me a disposition of that
kind. I do say, Mr. Chairman, that there is a regular and law-
ful way to proceed in all of the business in this House. We
have a code of rules which are employed for the purpose of
guiding Members in the conduct of bills in this IHouse, and we
have ample laws, fixed and definite, as to what is to be done
and should be done in appropriations for furnishing the Gov-
ernment in its various departments ample revenue for the
purpose of bringing to the country its greatest welfare. I
therefore offer this amendment so that the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] may be advised as to my position
in the premises—that is, that where a statutory office is created
that it shall remain distinet and apart from all other positions,
and that it can not be married to Tom, Dick, and Harry without
the consent of the Congress of the United States.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Illinois does not
imagine that this marriage to which he refers was placed in
this Inw without the consent of the Congress of the Unitad
States. It was done in the House and agreed to by the Senate.
That is how it is here, I ask for a vote on the amendment to
the amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois.

The question was taken, and the amendment to {he amend-
ment was lost.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to sitrike out the
words “two thousand” in the amendment and insert * twenty-
five hundred.”

Mr. FOWLER. I make a point of order, Mr. Chairman, to
that amendment to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. On what ground?

Mr. FOWLER. Because it seeks to regulafe the salary of a
statutory office which is fixed by law.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I call the attention of the Chair to the
fact that the gentleman's amendment provides for an office that
is not provided for by statute; that is legislation, and under
the rules of the House any germane legislation is in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair nnderstands that it is the un-
broken rule that where an amendment is offered out of order
and permitted to be acted on by the committee, it can be per-
fected in any way the committee may think best. So the point
of order is not well taken. The question is on the amendment
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend-
ment was agreed to. ;

The COHATRMAN, The question now is on the amendment
as amended,

The question was taken, and the amendment as amended was
agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Office, Chief, Quartermaster Corps: Asslstant and chief clerk, $2,750 ;
g p‘r;ngi 1 clerks, at $2,250 each: clerks—15 otl? c!nn: 4‘.: °£5 of 'é]%gi

class 2, BS .
advisory urchsltect.s %40509?31331* rlenc?zf‘l sblv.;?l%gre:;]:l' !Ji:%tgin‘ico?%{g%:
Inspector of supplies, $2,500; draftsmen—3 at $1.800 each, T at £1,000
each, 5 at §1,400 each; supervising engineer, $2,750; 2 civll engineers,
at $1,800 each ; electrical engineer gt £2,000; electrical ond mechanical
engineer, $2,000; marine englneer, $£3,500: assistant marine engineer,

Ly et 2o, Mg, sueces SL00; Biospral optries
$600: 1 Inboror, $480; In all, $878,670. &+ - ‘aborers; 1 laborer,

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
against that paragraph. I desire to ask the chairman of the
committee why the chief clerk’s salary is increased from $2,000
to $2,7560. That is on page 69, at the bottom of the page.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the section
of the bill now under consideration is the consolidated burean
resulting from the legislation in the last military appropriation
bill that required three bureaus of the War Department to be
consolidated.

Mr. FOWLER. Did it create any office of assistant and chief
clerk, and thereby fix the salary?

Alr. JOHNBON of South Carolina. It certainly provided, Mr.
Chairman, that these three bureaus in the War Department
should be consolidated into one bureaun. The statute itself
does not fix the number of employees, and therefore under the
general law we have the right to appropriate for such force as
is necessary to carry on the work of that burean. And I want
to say, further, if the gentleman will permit me to give him the
information——

Mr. FOWLER. That is sufficient.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. That these three consoli-
dated bureaus for the present year are costing $425,700. By the
consolidation we are able to carry on this service for $378,670,
making, in round figures, a saving of $50,000. I am surprised
that the gentleman should objeet to such economy as that.

Mr. FOWLER. There is not such a saving as $50,000. It is’
much less than $50,000.

Mr. JOINSON of South Carolina. How much less?

Mr. FOWLER. I have not the exact figures, but it does not
reach $50,000 by any means.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The service is costing
$425700 now. Under the proposed bill it will cost £378,670.
There are 43 people less provided for, and the net saving is
$47,080—in round numbers $50,000.

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to agk if the statute does not fix the
chief clerk’s salary for this department at $2,0007

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carclina. There is no statute fixing
the chief clerk’s salary in that bureau at any price.

Mr, FOWLER. I desire to call the attention of the chairman
to the fact that the Quartermaster General's Corps provides
for a chief clerk at a salary of §$2,000.

Mr. JOHNSBON of South Carolina. Yes; but that is the old
law. The military appropriation bill provided that these three
bureaus should be consolidated. It abolishes all of the others.

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; but it does not make any change in
tlj;(ja question of the chief clerk of the Quartermaster General’s
office.

" Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There is no such thing.
It wiped all of them out of existence, and this section of the
bill is prepared in accordance with the new law.

Mr, KAHN, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. Certainly.

Mr, KAHN. Under the last Army appropriation bill the
Quartermaster’s Departinent, the Subsistence Department, and
the Pay Department were consolidated under the name of the
Quartermaster Corps. The $2.000 that the gentleman speaks
of refers to a chief clerk of the Quartermaster’s Department.
That department has beea abolished. This provides for the
Quartermaster Corps, an entirely new department, and the leg-
islation that was enacted in the last Congress did not pro-
vide—

Mr. FOWLER. Was there any provision in that bill re-
pealing the law creating the Quartermaster General's office and
that department?

Mr. KAHN. By inference there was, because the Quarter-
master's Department was consolidated with the Pay Depart-
geut and the Subsistence Department in the Quartermaster

orps.

Mr. FOWLER. I=sitnota fact that this is the Quartermaster
General’'s Department, just the same as it has been always,
itl}ad i]f Tti what has become of the Quartermaster General and

s clerks
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AMr. KAHN. The Quartermaster General does no longer exist.
He is now called the Chief of the Quartermaster Corps. The
office of Quartermaster General has been abolished. The office
of Paymaster General has been abolished and the office of
Commissary General has been abolished. They are all con-
solidated in the new Quartermaster Corps.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of
order against that part of this paragraph, page 69, lines 24
and 25, wherein it is sought to create an assistant and chief
clerk with a salary of $2,750.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Foster). The Chair is of the opinion
that the military appropriation bill of last year, in bringing
about a consolidation of these offices, changed the office of
Quartermaster General and Paymaster General and Commissary
General, and created this new office called the Quartermaster
Corps, and it is under the provisions of that legislation that
the committee has appropriated for this new department. In
the opinion of the Chair the point of order is not well taken,
and the point of order is overruled.

The Clerk read as follows:

Offce of the Surgeon General : Chief clerk, $2,250; law clerk, $2,000;
clerks—13 of elass 4, 11 of class 3, 26 of class 2, 32 of class 1, 10 at
$1,000 cach, 3 at $900 each; anatomist, $1,600; engineer, $1,400; 3
firemen ; skilled mechanie, $1,000; 2 messengers; 10 assistant messen-
gers; 8 watchmen : superintendent of building (Army Medical Museum
and Library), $250; 6 laborers; chemist, $2,088; assistant chemist,

€1,500: principal assistant librarvian, $2,250; *parhologist. $1,800;
microscopist, $1,800; assistant llbrarian, $1,800; 4 charwomen; in all,
$166,308.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
against the paragraph. I desire to make the point of order
ngainst the salary of the chief clerk at $2,250, because it is a
gtatutory office wherein the salary is fixed by law at $2,000.

My, JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, it is sub-
ject to the point of order, and I do not care to waste time
over It.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to amend the bill by—— X

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move, in
line 14, after the words * chief clerk,” to insert the words * two
thousand dollars.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

,"i"\)n:;‘-l%dn page 70, line 14, by inserting at the beginning. of the line
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

Office of the Chief of Engineers: Chief clerk, $2,230; 2 chiefs of divi-
sion, at $2,000 each; clerks—8 of class 4, 11 of class 8, 13 of class 2,
16 of class 1, 10 at $1,000 each, 11 at $900 each; § messengers; 3 as-
gistant messengers: 2 laborers; in all, $104,070.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
against this paragraph confined to the salary of the chief clerk,
which is denominated in this bill at $2,250, whereas the statute
fixes the salary at $2,000.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, it is sub-
ject to the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend by insert-
ing $2,000 instead of $2.250.

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair will state to the gentleman
from Illinois that the gentleman in charge of the biil has the
preferential right to recognition.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move to
insert *“ $2,000 " after the words “ chief clerk.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

g S!\Jnés%q.l page 71, line 22, by inserting at the beginning of the line
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

Office of the Bureau of Insular Affairs: Law officer, $4,500; chief
clerk, $2,250; clerks—10 of class 4, 3 of class 3, 10 of class 2, 19 of
clags 1, 15 at $1,000 each; $ messengers; 2 assistant messengers; 4
laborers ; 2 charwomen ; in all, $88,430.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
against the paragraph. I desire to ask the chairman of the
committee why the chief clerk’s salary is fixed at $2,250 in-
stend of $2,0007? .

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Because we thought he
was worth the money and ought to have it.

Mr. FOWLER. Why make a distinetion here, and in other
places in this same department of the Government you fix the
chief clerk’s salary at $2,000, such as in the Engineer's De-
partment?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. We fixed it at $2,250 in
order to equalize him with these and other chief clerks, and
the gentlemun made a point of order against it,

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
against the chief clerk’s salary at $2,250. =

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The point of order is not
well taken, because there is no law fixing the salary at $2,000.

Mr. FOWLER. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that if there is a
law fixing the exact salary I have not been able to lay my
hands to it; but I believe it was fixed along with the other
departments. I withdraw the point of order, not being definite
enough to give the proper information.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can withdraw the point of order,
but it is subject to the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

Contingent expenses of branch offices at Boston, New York, Philadel-
hia, Baltimore, Norfolk, S8avannah, New Orleans, San Franecisco, Port-
and (Oreg.), DPortland (Me.), Chieago, Cleveland, Buffalo, Duluth,
Sault Ste. Marie, I'anama, and Galveston, including furniture, fuel,
lights, works and periodicals relating to hydrography, marine meteor-
ology, navigation, surveying, oceanography, and terrestrial magnetism,
stationery, miscellaneous articles, rent and ecare of offices, care of time
balls, ear fare and ferriage In visiting merchant vessels, frelght and
exPrcss charges, telegrams, and other necessary expenses incurred in
collecting the latest information for the Pllot Charts, and for other
purposes for which the offices were established, $11,000.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, on page 82,
line 23, before the word “ Panama,” insert the word * Seattle.”

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Gaexer). The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, page 82, line 23, by inserting at the begloning of the line,
before the word * Panama,” the word * Seattle.”

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, in
that connection I desire permission to insert in the REcorp cer-
tain correspondence.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks
unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp certain correspond-
ence pertaining to the amendment just offered. Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The correspondence is as follows:

Mr. G. F. CoOPER,
Hydrographic Office, Navy Department, City.

My Dpgar Mp. Coorer: It seems that the Committee on Appropria-
tions drew the conclugion from your statement made to the committee
with reference to the removal of the bydrn;rraphlc office at Port Town-
send, Wash,, that there was no necessity for a hydrographic office on
Puget Sound. - 1 know, of course, that you did not intend that any such
construction should be placed upon your statement. Will you please
tell me what necessity there is for the continuance of sucg office on
Puget Sonund? I will be under obligations for an immediate reply.

Sincerely, yours,

DECEMEBER 5, 1012,

W. E. HUMPHREY.

In number of ships, and perhaps also In tonnage, Puget Sound is the
second port of the United States. Tonnage of Puget Sound in 1011,
2,857,818 tons. Of this amount 2,162,814 tons came from Seattle and
was of the value of $100,407,114,

HYDROGRAPHIC OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., December 6, 1912,
Hon. W. E. HuMPHREY, M. C.,

House of Eepresentatives, Washington, D, C.

My Deir Mgr. HuMpHREY: In reply to your letter of December 5,
1912, please permit me to express my great regret that the Committee
on Appropriations should have placed the construction upon my testi-
mony that they seem to have done. T had no intention whatever of
conveying any impression that there was no necessity for a branch
Lydrographle office on Puget Sound. On the contrary, my testimony
will show that the estimates uested the establishment of two oifices
on that Sound instead of one. he question was simply a relocation of
the office now situated at Port Townsend and, if possible, the establish-
ment of an additional office on Puget Sound. The office at Port Town-
send, as I sald to the committee (see p. 128, hearings on the legislative,
exeentive, and judicial appropriation bill for 1914), is not advantage-
ously situated with regard to the shipping interests centering on
Puget Sound. Port Townsend is a small place, and most of the shipping
that centers on Puget Sound simply uses Port Townsend as a \]‘mrt of
entry and quarantine station. The ships do not remain sufficiently long
at that port for their masters to properly avail themselves of the ad-
vantages of the branch office now situated there. They are compelled
to receive their information and publications by mail, and if they wish
a personal interview with the officer In charge of the office it is gener-
ally ]nccessnry for them to go up to Port Townsend, leaving their
vessels,

1f the office Is moved to Seatile, the situation would be very much
more ad\‘nntagmus to the shipping interests. There is great necessity
for a branch ydmfrac{:hic office on Puget Sound. This office maintains
a time ball which is m[t) every day at noon. It supplles mariners
with the latest information concerning dangers to navigation in all
parts of the world. It has on file for their information all the charts
and sailing directions of the world corrected to date. With this office
taken from Puget Sound, the shipping interests centering on that Sound
would be deprived of this time service and Information service, which is
of great use to them. Our one desire in suggesting that the office be
moved from one t_gcalm: on the Sound to another is that it might be still
more useful to the shipping intcrests.

1 had supposed that the Committee on Appropriations would under-
stand from my bearing that the office at Port Townsend wis not as ad-
vantageously situated as it wonld be at Seatile. In addition to the
hearing, I left with the clerk of the commitice a copy of my letter to
the Secretary of the Navy transmitting the estimates, which letter spe-
c!ﬂeuily mentioned the removal of the office from Port Townsend to
Seattle. 2 ;

YVery respcctl’ullg. Georce F. COOPER,
ommander, United States Xary, Hydrographer.
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Mr. MANN. In the eurrent law I notice Port Townsend is
included as one ofthe hydregraphic offices, Is this intended to
take the place of DPort Towunsend and provide the office at
Beattle?

Mr. JOIINSON of South Carolina. Yes.

Mr. MANN. Isthat satisfactory to the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. HUMPHREY]?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I understand it is desired
by the official heads. I have not had anything to do with the
correspondence.

Mr. MANN. Is that satisfactory to the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. HuMPHREY]?

AMr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes; the gentleman from
VWashington requested me to make this amendment.

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Naval Obscrvum?’: Aggistant astronomers—1 at $2,400, 2 at £1,800
each ; assistant in department of nautical h::au-l.mmntzii $1, i clerks—
1 of class 4, 1 of class 2 ; instrument maker, $1,500 ; electriclan, $1,500 :
librarian, $1,800; assistants—3 at $1,600 each, 8 at 81,400 each, 2 af
$1,000 each; stenographer and typewriter, § ; foreman and cap
of the wateh, $1,0 carpenter, and en fueer, at §1,000 each; 3 fire-
men ; 6 watchmen ; elevator conductor, $720 ; 9 laborers; in all, $43,640.

Mr, SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
return to page 72, lines 14, 15, and 16, and pending that, to
make this statement as the basis for a motion to strike out
those lines.

Mr. JOHINSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, reserving
the right to object, I am perfectly willing that the gentleman
shall make his statement as to the reason for returning te
page T2.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. SMALL. Also a motion, unless there is objection.

Mr. CARLIN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman,
does the unanimous consent carry with it the right to make the
motion?

Mr. SMALL. Yes; providing there is no objection to it.

Mr. CARLIN. What is the motion to be?

Mr. SMALL. To strike out the section.

Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors [Mr. SPAREMAN] was expecting to be present when
that paragraph, on page 72, lines 14 to 16, was read, but he
was unexpectedly and urgently called away from the Chamber,
and has reguested me to ask for this consent. This section
sought to be repealed was included in the river and harbor act |
approved July 25, 1912. As a matter of fact, it was inserted as
an amendment to the river and harbor bill while it was pending
in the Senate, but it was inserted at the request of the Chief
of Engineers, Gen. W. H. Bixby, upon the statement that it was
necessary as an urgency measure. Section 10 of the river and
harbor act sought to be repealed provides that the Chief of
Engineers may, in preparing estimates in the carrying out of
directions in the river and harbor act, employ such additional
clerical help as may be necessary. The chairman of the com-
mittee desired, if he had been here, to move to strike out the
paragraph repealing this section, and that is my purpose upon
which I ask unanimous consent to return to it.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Sararr] asks unanimous consent to return to page 72 for the
purpose of making the motion to strike out lines 14, 15, and 16.
Is there objection?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, it is the
purpose in the legislative, executive, and judieial appropriation
bill to provide all the clerical services for the Government
within the District of Columbia. It is impossible for the Com-
mittee on Appropriations to know the number of people employed
and the compensation paid if, in addition to what we provide
in this bill, lump sums are given by the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee and the Post Office Committee, the Rivers and Harbors
Committee, and the various committees of this House which
appropriate money, The rivers and harbors act, passed in July,
1912, in section 10, authorizes an expenditure for clerical
gervices in the preparation of plans, and so forth. We carry in
this bill $42,000 for that purpose. When Maj. Ladue, repre-
senting the office of the Chief of Engineers, was before the
committee I asked him if he desired any larger appropriation
than they have for the current year. He replied that they did
not. 1 asked him the further question as to how many clerks
had been employed under the aunthorization in section 10 of the
rivers and harbors act, and he stated that none had been em-
ployed. 8o, Mr. Chairman, while section 10 of the rivers and
harbors act authorized the employment of clerical service, the
Chief of Engineers had not found it necessary to employ
anybody, and as it is our purpese in this bill to give to this
bureau, and every other bureau, the clerical force necessary I

shall have to object.

Mr. SMALL. I ask the gentleman to reserve his objection for
just a moment.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. And I desire to insert
in the REecorp ihe testimony before the committee when this
bill was being made up.

Mr. SMALL. May I ask the gentleman whether in the
hearing there was any statement made by Maj. Ladue, or any-
one representing the War Department or office of the Chief of
Engineers, that section 10 was not desired?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I asked Maj. Ladue this
question :

You are familiar with section 10 of the rivers and harl
Maj. Lapue. For 1912% et
Mr. JouxsoN of South Carolina. Yes, sir,

. Lapvue. Yes, gir; I am,

Mr. Jouxsox of South Carolina. Where did that originate?

Maj. LADUE. I am unable to say positively where i originated. Tt
was put in by the Senate committee when the rivers and harbors biil
was under consideration. I was not present at the hearings on that
bill, and I have not read them. I really do not know who is respon-
sible for the provision, but I know that is where it was put in.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks
unanimous consent fo insert certain matters in his remarks. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Following is the statement referred to:

BTATEMENT OF MAJ. WILLIAM B. LADUE, FroM THE OFFICE OF CHIEFR oF
EXGIXEERS,

Mr. JOHNSON. Major, your item is on page 154 of the bll. We will
be glad to have you make any statement that you desire to make, if the
notes are not as full as you would like them to be, in regard to Lhese
increases on pngre 154.

Maj. Lapve. The motes express briefly the reasons for the proposed
increnses. They are, first, o recommendation that the salary of the
chlef clerk be raised from $2,000 to $2,500, and, second, a recommenda-
tion for an increase of three In the clerical force,

Mr. JoENSON. Is there anything else?

Maj. Lapue. As to the chief clerk, I would sim ly add to the notes
that our present chief clerk has been in our office fgr 45 years. He has
devoted his life to the service, and his present pay has been unchanged
for about 25 years. He is a man of tact and courtesy and is an efficient
;:g :ble ma:.li;;l lth%rougbl:r dei\]'lot‘?d Ito Ehe mtef,ﬁf}.’ oltl the service. He

good of responsib’ aced upon 5 e is in charge of
the general office ndministratlon.p 5 >

Mr. JoHNSON. Do you mean to say that he has been a clerk there for
25 _years without having any increase in pay?

aj. LADUE. He has not been chief tk!l‘.‘E’nﬂJl of that time, but he had -
the same salary before he was promoted to the position of chief clerk.
2511;. u.:rso?mso:v. But you mean to say tbat he has had no increase in
aj. Lapur. It is a conditlon that is not uncommon In our service.

Nore—Upon examining the office records it is found that the above
statement with regard to the salary of the present chief elerk is not cor-
rect, his salary having been unchan or 12§ years instead of 25
years as stat An increase of £200 per annum made 123 years ago
(July 1, 1900) wn% however, the only increase in his salary sinee July 1,
1874, a period of 38% years. The salary of the position of chief clerk
has been unchanged since July 1, 1871, a period of over 41 e , during
which time there have been two incumbents of the tion, the first
serving from July 1, 1871, until his death on July 10, 1901, and the
present Incumbent serving from July 15, 1901, to the present date.

Mr. JouxsoN. The purpose is to promote somebody In increasing Lhese
clerks of class 37

Maj. Lapve. We need an additional foree to carry on onr work. Our
work has Increased right along, An analysis of the figures showing the
papers that go through the office, the increase in the number of the
appropriations, as well as In the amounts of the ep%mprlntions. and in
the expenditures, with the annual river and harbor bill and the general
increase in all public work handled by our office, shows that this inerease
has been continuous, and it shows no signs of decreasing. It rather
shows signs of increasing steadlly. This means, of course, more work
in our office in the handling of projects, plans, and estimates, looking

after the executlon of work, replying to inquiries, recording papers,
taking care of the accounts, the examination of papers, and the pm{l)a-
ration of financial statements, and so on. 8o that we have been really

requiring an additional clerical force for some time. We mneed more
men. We have recommended increases in the medium grades with the
idea, of course, If the increase is allowed, that the vacancies created
will be filled by the promotion of clerks in the lower dgrades.

Mr. Jorxso¥. How many clerks in all are provided in the leglslative
bill for your office?

Maj. {A.DUE. Seventy-two In the present bill. The bill earries 83, of
w]ho]l{n 11 are messengers, assistant messengers, and laborers, making 72
CICT'KS.

CLERKES UNDER AUTHORIZATION OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL.

Mr. Joumxsox. How many clerks havé yon under the authorization
of the river and harbor bill in addition to those provided for in the
legislative bill?

Maj. Lapus. Last year we carried 1 chief of division and 10 clerks

under that authority.

Mr. JoENsSON. You have reference, I t to the section that author-
izes the expenditure of not exceeding $42,000. I mean what clerical
services you have employed under the rivers and harbors aect of 10127

Maj. Lapuve. None. We have not done anything under that.

Mr. JouxsoN. I am glad to hear that, because we may mnot always
give you what_ you but we do try to Provid.e for all clerical
werv:%m tln the ict of Columbia in this bill o that we can keep a
record o

Maj. LApvue. Yes, sir.
Mr., JouxsoN. Now, do you desire any change In the section author-
izing the emploxmenf of skilled draftsmen, civil engineers, eic., the
diture not to exceed $42,0007
aj. LapuE. No, sir: we are asking for no change in that. We
would like that te the same.
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CLERKS PAID FROM LUMP-SUM APPROPRIATIONS.-

Mr. Jouxsox. In the last lcglsintiw.- bill there is a provision to the
effcet that people who are pald out of lump-sum appro riations shall
not be pald a greater sum than the amounts paid for s ilar services
during the preceding year. Has that embarrassed you any in your
expenditures for this year?

Iaj. Lapue. Well, it has not embarrassed us so far.

Mr. JomxsoN. Under what conditlions would It embarrass you?

Maj. Lapue. The question, of course, turns entirely upon the inter-
pretation of the words * similar services.” these words are nar-
rowly interpreted to mean the same service that the individual man
performed last year, it would, of course, as you see, absolutely bar any
further promotion. We have not inferpreted it that wnf and neither
has the comptroller. It has been_ interpreted to permit promotions
in the grades, when there are grades esiablished, for the purpose of
recognizing eﬂiclency or increased value to the service. The place
where it is most litel{ to worry us is in our fleld service. Of course
the provision in the legislative act does not affect the field service,
but the provision in the deficiency act, which is similar to the language
in the legislative nct, does affect our fleld service. But under our
present interpretation it has not worrled ush beécause we have inter-

roted it to mean that if anywhere In our fleld service we are pay-
ng draftsmen $1,800 a year, then anywhere else in the field service
draftsmen at §1,200 can be promoted. I think that is the intent of the
provision, and therefore it has not worried ns. The effect of it
to put a limit on the top.

L]i)r. JomxsoN. Have you had a construction of it from the Comp-
troller of the Treasury? Have you asked for his interpretation of the

9
lm;faj. LApUE. We have not for our own departments, but I have
seen several interpretations that he has rendered for other depart-
ments. You gee it puts a limit on the top. All up through the grades
we can work very well, but at the top you will find the man who will
feel the plnch. If the services of the man at the top entitled him to-an
increass that we would be glad to give him, he would be barred by
this provision.
SECTION 10, RIVERS AND HARBORS ACT.
[See also p. 88.]

Mr. Jomxsox. You are famlliar with section 10 of the rivers and
harbors act?

Maj. Lapus. For 19127

Mr. JopxsoX. Yes, sir.

. Lapvm. Yes, sir; I am.

Mr. Jorxsoy. Where did that originate?

Maj. Lapue. I am unable to sa pos!tival{' where It originated. It
was put in by the Senate committee when the rivers and harbors bill
was nnder consideration. I was not present at the hearings on thet
bl and I have not read them. I really do not know who is respon-
sible for the provision, but I know that is where it was put in.

Mr, MANN, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from South Carolina
yield to the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina, Certainly.

Mr. MANN. In the bill itself is contained that item, I think,
ihnt the gentleman refers to, of $42,000 from which may be
paid the services of skilled draftsmen, civil engineers, and so
forth; to earry into effect the various appropriations for rivers
and harbors and surveys, to be paid from appropriations for
this purpose, not to exceed in the total $42,000.

Now, the river and harbor section, section 10, covers the prep-
aration for and consideration of river and harbor estimates and
bills, for which there is no special emergency appropriation any-
where. Would it not be perfectly fair, with the repeal of sec-
tion, to insert in this item that language so that within the
limit of the $42,000 they could employ some one for the emer-
gency work in the preparation of the estimates in bill? It will
Jeave the control of the matter with the Committee on Appro-
priations, and will require them to estimate for it and give
reasons for it, and it will not increase the amount.

Mr. BSMALI. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Illinois
will pardon me, I think his suggestion ought to be accepted,
becanse while I can not reconcile the statement of Maj. Ladue
withh that of the Chief of Engineers, I do know—because I
heard Gen. Bixby make a statement fo that effect—that in his
opinion an emergency does exist every year for additional help
in making up estimates.

Mr. NN. Probably the amount would be trifling, and it
would not increase the appropriations any to insert that lan-
guage.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I have no objection to the
langnage of the genfleman from Illinois because it i not our
purpose to cripple any bureau of the Government.

Mpr. MANN. We all understand that. If the gentleman will
insert in the bill on page 72, line 7, after the word “surveys,”
the language, *‘ and the preparation for and the consideration of
river and harbor estimates and bills,” I think it would be well,
althongh I do not know whether that would cover it exaetly
or not. Probably it would need something additional, I think
you had better return to that, if you want to do it.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I suggest, Mr, Chairman,
that we return to this item after the gentleman from Illinois
has had time to prepare the amendment.

Mr. SMALL. In answer to the gentleman from South Caro-
lina [Mr. Jouxsox], I do not understand, Mr. Chairman, that
he consents to return to the item for the purpose of accepting
a motion to repeal lines 14, 15, and 16, but to insert an amend-
ment to the provision

attorneys—1 at
'urulted‘!',r :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Smarc] does not object to returning to that item for the purposa
of making an amendment, Without objection, that will ba
done. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bureau of Yards and Docks : Chlef clerk, $2,250 ; draftsman and eclevk,
$1,800; clerks—1 of class 8, 1 of class 2, 2 of class 1, 1 at $1.100; (
at $1,000 each; assistant messenger; 3 messenger boys, at § each ;
2 laborers; in all, $20,300.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the
paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]
reserves a point of order on the paragraph.

Mr. MANN. I notice, Mr. Chairman, that there are a number
of increases of salary of a number of chief clerks of the Navy
Department. While my attention was engaged otherwise I see
they were passed over. I supposed that my colleague [Mr.
Fowrer] was going to take care of them. What is the reason
for making these increases?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I will say to the gentle-
man from Illinois that all the chief clerks in the Navy Depart-
ment were increased from $2,000 to $2,250. The recommenda-
tion was to increase them to $2,500. The commitftee was fairly
satisfied that the work required of a man in the position of a
chief clerk in any of the bureaus of the Navy Department is
such as could well justify the salary of $2,250. We believed
that the salaries of the chief clerks in the Navy Department
were very much less than the salaries of men doing correspond-
ing work in other departments, and we increased all of them
because we believed they merited the increase,

Mr. MANN. Well, is the office of Chief of Ordnance in the
Navy Department so much more important than the office of
Chief of Ordnance in the War Department?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There was not anything
before us on the matter from the War Department, concerning
which the gentleman has just asked, upon which we could oper-
ate. In both the War and Navy Departments wherever the
estimates called for an increase for the chief clerks we allowed
$250 instead of $500.

Mr. MANN. This is one of those cases, then, where virtue is
not its own reward, and modesty does not pay. The Chief of
Ordnance of the War Department, thinking it was not the
policy of Congress to make increases of salaries, refrained from
requesting an increase for his chief clerk. The chief clerk
himself probably did not desire to be turned down, but wanted
to comply with the spirit that he believed would be likely to
actuate Congress, and therefore he did not ask for an increase
for himself, He does not get an increase, although he is just
as important to the Government and to the department as any-
body. All those who asked for increases got them. I go on
the theory, usually, that when you find a man who is doing
good work and is modest enough not to be “ hollering™ about
getting something more, you can afford to do something for
him, rather than for the one who is always complaining and
insisting that he ought to be better provided for.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Well, the gentleman from
Illinois understands that where we are providing for 16,000
employees in this bill it is impossible for us fo inguire into
the merits of every employee unless they are brought to our
attention.

Mr. MANN. I bhave no intention of complaining about the
Committee on Appropriations, which does very eflicient work,
and I am always willing to compliment the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. JouxsoN] on his work. And yet when
the gentlemen are proposing to increase the salaries of chief
clerks throughout certain branches of the governmenial service,
it seems to me I would not leave out one who evidently ought
to have his salary increased if others are increased, because he
has been modest enough not to kick about what he is getting.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

Mr. MANN. What became of my point of order?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to
withdraw his point of order.

Mr. MANN. I did not; but I will

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his point of
order. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR.

Office of the Secretary: Becretary of the Interlor. $12,000; First
Assistant Becretary, 85%0; Assistant Secretary, $4,500; chief clerk
including $500 as superintendent of buildings, who shall be chief
executive officer of the departinent and who may be designated l&y the
Becretary of the Interior to official pagers and documents daring
the temporary absence of the Necretary and the Assistant Secrctaries
of the department ,000 ; assistant to the Secretary, §2,750; assistant
3 00; 2 sfec{al inspectors, whose employment shall be

to the inspection of offices and the work in the several offices

under the control of the Department of the Interior, at $2,500 each;
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G Inspectors, at $£2,500_each; chief disbursing clerk, $2,250; clerk in
charge of supplies, $2,250; clerk in eharge of mails, files, and archives,
$2,200; clerk in charge of publications, $2,250 ; privafe secretary to the
HBecretary, $2,000; clerks—4 at £2,000 each; 13 of class 4, 18 of class
3, 21 of class 2, 24 of class 1, 3 at $1,000 each; returns office clerk
$1,600; female clerk, to be designated by the President, to sign land
patents, £1,200; 8 copyists; multigraph operator, $900 ; assistant multi-
t'mph operator, §720; typewriter repairer, $300; 2 telephone switch-
oard operators; 9 messcnggrs: 7 assistant messengers; 21 laborers;
skilled mechanics—1 at $900, 1 at $720; 2 carpenters, at $000 each;
plumber, $000; electrician, £1,000; laborer, $600; G laborers, at $4850
each; packer, %%0: 2 conductors of elevators, at $720 each: 8 char-
women ; captain of the watch, $£1,200: 40 watchmen : additional to 2
watchmen acting as lieutenants of watchmen, at $120 each; engineer,
$1,200; assistant engineer, £1,000; 7 firemen ; clerk to si under the
direction of the Secretary, in his name and for him, ggfs approval
of all tribal deeds to allottees and deeds for town lots made and
executed according to law for any of the Five Civillzed Tribes of
Indlans in the Indian Territory, $1,200; in all, $275,5670.

Mr. FOSTER.
this paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTEr]
reserves a point of order on the paragraph.

AMr. FOSTER. As I understand, this provides, on page 91,
lines 4 and 5, for an additional attorney for the Interior De-
partment. Is that correct?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
There is a transfer.

Mr. FOSTER. Last year's bill, I think, provided for but
one, as I understand it.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.

There is no increase whatever.
. Mr. FOSTER. Last year the bill provided for an assistant
attorney at $£2500. I do not find this additional attorney in
last year's law. This seems to provide for two attorneys, but
last year's bill appropriated for but one.

Mr. MANN. There is only one attorney provided for here.

Mr. FOSTER. In the bill I have it says:

Asgsistant attorneys—one, $2,500.

Mr. MANN. Assistant attorney—one, at $2,500.

Mr. FOSTER. My bill says “ assistant attorneys.”

Mr. MANN. That is a heading.

Mr. FOSTER. What I was getting at was whether there was
a provision in the law for one and this provided for an addi-
tional one.

AMr. MANN. That is a heading which is supposed to cover
what comes after.

Mr. FOSTER. My colleague may be right about that.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. If the gentleman [Mr.
Foster] will look at the punctuation he will see that there is
only one provided for at $2500. Then we provide for other
forces under that heading. There is no change whatever in
the paragraph.

Mr. FOSTER. This provides for only one assistant attorney?

Mr. JOHNSOXN of South Carolina. Yes.

Alr. SMALL. My, Chairman, on behalf of the chairman of the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. SpargMAN], I desire to offer an amendment on page 72.

The CHAIRMAN. We have passed page T2

Mr. SMALL. It was agreed that we should return to page 72
for this purpose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina re-
quests unanimons consent to return to page 72 for the purpose
of offering a certain amendment. Is there objection?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Let the clerk report the
amendment. J

Mr. FOSTER. Reserving the right to object, let us hear the
amendment reported.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 72, in llne 7, after the word " survey,” insert the following:

“ Preparation for and the consideration of river and harbor estl-
mates and bills.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from North Carclina [Mr.
Sararnn] asks unanimous consent to return to page 72 for the
purpose of offering the amendment which has just been reported.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I have no doubt this
amendment is all right,

AMr. FOSTER. I should like to reserve the right to object
until I hear the gentleman’s statement.

Mr. MANN. This is what we discussed a while ago.

Mr., SMALL. Mr. Chairman, by a paragraph of the bill on
page T2 it is proposed to repeal section 10 of the river and
harbor act of 1912 because of the indefiniteness of it, and be-
cause there was no limit upon the amount which might be ex-
pended. This amendment which I have offered gives to the

Chief of Engineers the right to employ clerical help in the
emergencies referred to in the original section of the river and

harbor act sought to be repealed and removes the objectionable
features, and is a satisfactory provision.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on

No; there is no increase.

There is no change in it.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from North Carolina |Mr. SyALn]?

There was no objection.
m;l‘l.tle CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend-

nt.

The Clerk read as follows:

On e T2, in line 7, T 3 = ey, 't oo
for nn%agreconsidamtlon orni-:lg'eru;ti"ur Eﬂho:? l:-;‘!'i?gial;:s:::d 1.ﬂi§_‘1“ R

Mr. MANN. The word “and” should be inserted before the
word “ preparation.”

Mr. SMALL. I ask unanimous consent to insert the word
“and,” before the word * preparation.” in the amendment,

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For per diem in lien of subsis X of or
L:artment of the Interior, whifebtir:f\‘::}l‘;f:gogni Il(‘llr:t ;,Dg‘tl':tt r[r:‘ri.m;gr l];l:'rig:i
¥ the Becretary of the Interfor, not exceeding $4 per day, and for
actnal necessary expenses of transportation (including temporary em-
ployment of stenographers, typewriters, and other assistance outside of
H:g :Jﬁi}:::llgi&:tt {(')otng&i_l;:rgiln, nni rct)[r incidental expenditures necessary to
tion of the Secretary ofpixﬁimlgtnel-?rg-}:]éit,gul()f SRUSUOSY Suger: thadires:

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, T move to strike out {he
last word. I would like to inquire of the gentleman in charge
of the bill about this item of inspectors at $4 a day. In one
place in the bill I notice ihat the per diem is $3 a day and in
another place $4 a day. I would like to inquire as to the
reason for this difference.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There are some Govern-
ment employees who are allowed $3 a day and others allowed
$4 a day. Those that are allowed $3 are the inspectors who are
out in the country, where their expenses are less than in the
cities at expensive hotels,

_Mr. COX of Indiana. As T understand, in the bill under con-
sideration some are allowed $3 a day and others $4 a day.

Mr. JOIINSON of South Carolina. Yes; and for that reason.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I would like to inquire further whether
or not it is not the custom of the department in the Assistant
Attorney General’s Department to allow the full $4 a day?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I think they do allow the
full amount.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Docs not the gentleman feel that it
would be just and proper to put all the per diem employees on
the same basis?

Mr. JOIINSON of South Carolina. No: as I stated a moment
ago, the distinetion is brought about by reason of the difference
in the circumstances. If a man is required to go on Govern-
ment business to large cities where hotels are expensive, he is
put to more expense than when he is traveling in the country,
where the people are hospitable and the expenses are smaller.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want to sinte to the gentleman that
a few years ago the post-office inspectors were allowed $4 per
day, and they used the same argunment, but finally the House
came to the conclusion that $4 a day was too much, and they
reduced it to $3 per day. I do not remember the exact amount
of the saving that it brought to the Government, but it was
something like $40,000 or $50,000 a year. I am disposed to be-
lieve that $3 a day is a plenty, and I believe they all ought to
be treated alike, I can not see the justice of allowing one set
of men 83 a day and another set $4 a day, because I recognize
that they can conjure up some sort of argument to justify the
$4 a day rate.

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. I have stated to the gen-
tfleman the reason why some get $4 a day and some $3 a day.
It was thought that those in the couniry had less expense than
those who have their work in the cities.

Mr., COX of Indiana. Where {do these men fravel, as a rule,
who are provided for in the Assistant Attorney General's office?
What are their duties?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. There is nothing of that
sort in that office. The people the gentleman speaks of dre
under the Secretary of the Interior himself.

Mr. COX of Indiana. That is right; I was looking at the
wrong paragraph. Where do the inspectors in the Interior
Department usually travel?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. They travel in all publie-
land States.

Mr. COX of Indiana.
of the country?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes; the land offices
where they are required to go are located in the cities.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I understand that, but all the land
oftices are not located in large cities.

That is altogether in the western part
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina, No; but they are all
located in cities.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw my pro forma amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws
his pro forma amendment.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out, in line 23, page 92, the fizure *“4” and insert in lien thereof
the figure **3,” so that it will read * $3 per day.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 23, page 92, strike out the figure “3 " and insert the figure
% 4" so that It will read “ $3 per day.”

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be
parsimonious, but I think $3 a day for these men is plenty. I
realize that an argument can be made to justify it on different
grounds, but at the same time I do not believe it is needed. I
believe the economy which will be brought about as a result
would be just, wise, and equitable to the people of this country,
and I think that the amendment I have offered ought to obtain.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina., Mr. Chairman, these

inspectors are in the land offices in public-land States. Their |

business takes them to Seattle, Portland, San Francisco, and
a large part of their time they arve obliged to travel from one

city to another, living in Pullman cars, and it has not been very |

long since that item was increased from $3 to $4 a day because
it was impossible for them to subsist on $3 a day.

“The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Indiana.

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost.

The Clerk read as follows:

Hereafter the right of review by the Secretary of the Interior of the
action of the C igal of Pensi in relation to claims for Army
and Navy Egnsions. or in relation to the payment of Army and Navy
pensions, shall be limited and confined to questions of law.

Mr. FOSTER., Mr, Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
the paragraph. I observe this limits the appeal to the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Interior to matters of law and prevents
him from going any further in seitling an appeal in a pension
claim,

Mr, JOIINSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the Com-
missioner of Pensions states that only 2 per cent of all the cases
appealed are reversed on questions either of law or fact. He
believes that the force in the Pension Office is better gualified
to pass upon the facts in an application for pension than prob-
ably any other force that could be gotten together. There is
no reason why there should be appeals upon questions of fact.
The Commissioner of Pensions is deeply interested in this sub-

jeet, is familiar with all the work in the Pension Office, having |
risen from a subordinate position to the head of the bureau, and |

he thinks no appeals should be allowed on guestions of fact.
Mr. FOSTER. Mr, Chairman, I have very high regard for
the honesty and integrity and ability of Mr. Davenport, the
Commissioner of Pensions, and believe that his duties are dis-
charged in a satisfactory way so far as he is able to oversee
that work, but it has occurred to me that since they have in
the depariment a law division as well as a medical division
there is no reason why questions of law should be considered
.on appeal any more than medical questions, as well as ques-
tions of fact. For instance, a local medical board examines a

pensioner, and that board gives him a certain rating, which is

provided for in the law as a part of their duty. That finding goes
to the medical board in the Pension Office. That board passes
upon the case of the pensioner, and in doing so may determine
from the report of the local board that examined the pensioner
that he is not entitled to the amount that is recommended by
the board at home, in the community where the pensioner re-
gides, I may be wrong, but it occurs to me that on an appeal
on a question of that kind the pensioner ought to have the right
to have his case reviewed so far as those facts are concerned
as well as on the questions of law.

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina.
nois understands that the men in the Pension Office have had
years of experience and training in passing upon questions of
fact of that nature, and he will understand that when an appeal
is taken to the Secretary of the Interior the men who constitute
the appellate court, so to speak, are lawyers, and, while quite
familiar with the law, have no special fitness for passing on
facts in a pension case.

Mr, FOSTER. I would suggest that if that appeal board Is
composed entirely of lawyers, then the board ought to be
changed. There ought to be otliers on the board who would be
gble tg ;{udge more particularly of medical facts as well as mat-

ers of law.

The gentleman from IIii- |

Mr. JOHNSON of South Careolina. I am told they have a
medical expert as well,

Mr. COX of Indiana. Does the Secretary of the Interior
recommend this legislation algo?

Mr. JOHXNSON of South Carolina. I do mof know what his
views on that question are. I have stated the views of the
Commissioner of Pensions.

Mr. FOSTER. It has occurred to me that the pensioner
should have a right to have his case on appeal reviewed as to
matters of fact. If you are going to say that the men in the
Pension Bureau are more able to judge of a pension case, then
why have any appeal at all? Or if he has a right to have an
appeal, why not let that appeal consider all the surroundings
of that particular case?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Carolina. The gentleman will un-
derstand that these questions have been setfled so often that
there are very few appeals necessary now. Under recent legis-
lation the difficulty of the Pension Office is a mere matter of
calculating how long a soldier has served. It depends upon
how long he was in the service as well as upon the question of
disability.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not agree with the gentleman on that
point at all, because under the pension law lately passed in one
clause there is a provision for $30 a month when the pensioner
is able to show by medical evidence that the disease or wounds
contracted in the service are such as to prevent him from per-
forming manual labor, regardless of age or time he served. In
that case, if he is 65 years of age and served nine months or a
year, then the question is whether he is entitled to $30 a
month under the provisions of that law, and it seems to me if
he is dissatisfied with the action of the Pension Commissioner
that he shonld have a right o appeal his case to the Assistant
Sgcr;:!tary of the Interior, if we are going to have any appeal
at all.

Mr. JOHNSON of Soulh Carolina. I will say, Mr. Chairman
that this is legislation and is subject to a point of order.

Mr. FOSTER. I have read the hearings and know what Mr.
Davenport eaid.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I have great confidence in
the Commissioner of Pensions, and I think his judgment is of
geat value, and I would as soon follow him as anybody I

OW.

Mr. FOSTER. T will say to the gentleman from South Caro-
lina I believe I have as much confidence in the Commissioner
of Pensions as he has, and I have a very high regard for his
honesty, integrity, and his judgment, and yet I submit I might
have an opinion of my own in reference to this matter which
would vary with the Commissioner of Pensions without doubt-
ing his ability, his honesty, or his integrity.

The CHAIRMAN., Does the gentleman from Illinois with-
draw the point of order?

Mr. FOSTER. No; I insist on the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained, and the
Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For per diem, when absent from home and traveling on duty outside
the District of Columbia, for special examiners or other persons em-
ployed in the Bureau of Penslons detailed for the p of making
special Investigations pertaining to sald burean, in lien of expenses
for subsistence, not exceeding ?3 per day, and for actual and other
necessary expenses, including telegrams, siw,ooo.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. May I ask the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
Jounsox], in reference to the disbursing clerk's office which
pays pensions, how the cost of that compares with the present
cost of paying pensions? Also as to what is to become of the
clerks in the various pension agencies? Then I would also like
to know, if I may, whether this provision abount filling vacan-
cies only to the extent of 25 per cent will not injuriously affect
the disbursing clerk’s office.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, in reply
to the several questions of the gentleman from Illinois I will
say that the disbursing clerk provided for here is provided for
in the law that abolished the pension agencies throughout the
country.

Mr. MANN. Yes; I am familiar with that. What is the
cost proposed for paying pensions under the consolidated office
here and the present cost of paylng pensions through the vari-
ous pension agencies?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carelina. The difference is $131,100.

Ar, MANN. DMore?
It will be that much less

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
under the new arrangement.

That is, it is that much more now than under
the new arrangement?

Mr. MANN.
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes. Now, in answer to
the question as to what becomes of the clerks who were in the
~various pension agencies throughout the country, it is provided
that they shall be transferred to the office at Washington.
There are 300 of them. Some of them do not care to come to
Washington. We have provided for the number that the Com-
missioner of Pensions believes that he will need and all that
he believes will come to Washington.

Mr. MANN. Well, can they be transferred to Washington?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes; the law specifically
provides for that, as I understand.

Mr. MANN, The law we passed last session does the gentle-
man mean?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina, They arve in the classified
service, and they will be transferred under the rules for trans-
ferring employees from one place to another. The reason for
putting in the clause that only 25 per cent of the vacancies
shall be filled is this: There has been for many years in the
appropriation bill language to the effect that none of the
vacancies in the Pension Office shall be filled, because the work
was growing rapidly less. Under the recent legislation increas-
ing pensions it was necessary to increase the force. The com-
missioner thought, therefore, it would be better not to allow
all vaecancies to remain, but to allow him to fill 25 per cent
in order that there may be no difficulty in having sufiicient
foree.

Mr. MANN. Of course there will not be any less work prob-
ably on the disbursing clerk’s office. Is it contemplated, then,
that the places of clerks dropped out of the disbursing clerk’s
office shall be filled by transferring them from the general
I'ension Office?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I beg the gentleman’s
pardon.

Mr. MANN. The work of the disbursing clerk’s office is not
likely to decrease very rapidly or for some time. Is it con-
templated that as clerks drop out their places will be filled
by transferring from other portions of the Pension Office?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The gentleman under-
stands there are 250 people who will be brought here from the
agencies throughout the ecountry, and that those gentlemen
primarily will work in the disbursing clerk's office, but it was
thought that probably the disbursing would not require the full
time of all of these people, and we inserted a provision in the
bill that when not engaged in that work they might be em-
ployed upon the general work of the office. It is not thought
that the provision that only 25 per cent of the vacancies shall
be filled during the next fiscal year will embarrass the Pension
Office in any way whatever. I would call to the gentleman's
attention page 197 of the hearings, where the following occurred :

Mr. JounsoN of South Carolina. Is it proposed, Mr. Davenport, to
hrini,v from the pension agencies to Washington clerks who are now
employed in those agencies-if they desire to come?

AMr. DAVEXPORT. All that desire to come and are efficient. There are
some very old clerks we wounld not think of bringing here.

Mr. JouxsoN of South Carolina. What proportion of the clerks in
the agencies do you anticlpate will come to Washington, or have you
uny data ihat would enable you to state it?

ilr‘ DavexrorT. More will come than are appropriated for.

1 thought he said 250.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the genileman from Illineis [Mr.
MANN] reserve a point of order?

Mr. MANN. No; I do not. I was trying to eliminate the
word “dollars” from the bill. I am not quite through yet,
unlegs my time has expired. May I ask the gentleman from
South Carelina [Mr. JouNsox] what information he has?

Mr. JOHNSON -of South Carolina. If there is any danger of
the foree in the disbursing office being impaired by reason of
that clause of the bill, I am willing to transpose lines 13 to 21,
so as to precede the disbursing clerk’'s section, and let it apply
to the other portion of the force only.

Mr. MANN. And insert the word “ above.”

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent at the end of line 3, page 97, to insert the
language beginning on line 13, page 97, and ending on line 21,
page 97, as an amendment.

Mr. MANN. And insert after the word “ herein,” at the end
of line 15, the word * above.”

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. And insert after the word
“ herein,” at the end of line 15, the word “ above.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr,
Jonxsox] asks unanimous consent to return to page 97 and offer
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 97, after Iline 13, insert the following :

“ During the fiscal year 1914 not more than 25 per cent of the vacan-
cies cecurring In the classified service of the Bureau of Pensions herein
above provided for shall be filled except by promotion or demotion from
among those in the classified service in said bureau. And the salaries

or compensation of all places which may not be filled as hereln +Uove
ided for shall not be flabl
Ebr:ﬁ = cgvre Lo ing;: L '%.‘;:‘a su;; r;-'i:or expenditure, but shall lapse and
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, The question nmow is on the amendnlent
offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Jouxsox |.
The amendment was agreed to.
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Now, on page 97, begin-
;;ing‘qt;‘lth line 13, I move to strike out down to and including
ne 21,
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 97, strike out all of lines 13 to 21, Inclusive.

T];e CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For necessary traveling expenses of the commissioner in studying cdu-
cational systems, visiting educational institutions, and attending meet-
‘{llllﬁsp?lfn 5} ql;eg}lggﬁlwx:issochat;oﬁa;: sm:lietie;s. alndr other organizations for
APt ol $1'.1§00.n sseminating information respecting edu-

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chalrman——

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
this paragraph. I would like some information. I refer to the
top of the first paragraph on page 101.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The Commissioner of Fdu-
cation desired the committee to give him $20,000 for the pir-
pose of paying the traveling expenses of himself and his experts
throughout the conntry. It is necessary that the Commissioner
of Education and those representing him should do some travel-
ing, and we allowed $1,500 for that purpose. There is legisla-
tion pending in both branches of Congress which would prob-
ably largely increase the activities of that bureau, and we did
not feel disposed to anticipate the action of Congress.

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman’s committee was very kind in
giving him one-twentieth of what he asked. '

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carclina, Fifteen hundred dollars
is more than one-twentieth of what he asked.

Mr. FOSTER. Well, it seems to me if we start on this sort
of work there will be no end to the amount of traveling the
Commissioner of Ednecation will do over the United States.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee, This limits him.

Mr. FOSTER. But it limits him and those under him to the
extent of $1,500. He does not have any agricultural colleges to
visit. T believe I shall insist on the point of order.

}111-. JOHNSON of South Carolina. It is subject to a point of
order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, FosTer]
makes a point of order, page 101, lines 1 to 6, inclusive, The
point of order is sustained. The Clerk will proceed with the
reading of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Postal Savings System: For the following, now authorized and Leing
g."'d rrfjr.n & genera apprupr!ntlon‘ : Director, $5,000; assistant director,

3,000 2 chiefs of division, at $2,500 each; 2 asslstant chiefs of divi-
slon, at 52,000 each; clerks—10 of class 4, 15 of class 3, 25 of class
2, 50 of class 1, 50 at 1,000 each, 20 at $900 each; 2 messengers;
4 assistant messengers; 3 laborers; 3 pages at $480 each; in all,
$220,980.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of order on that
paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illineis [Mr, Maxx]
raises a point of order on that paragraph.

Mr. MANN. I notice, Mr. Chairman, as to the postal-savings
banks, that there is provided a specific salary for the director
at $5,0600, which may or may not be too much. It may be too
little, for all 1 know. Bat it is the only 85,000 position in the
Post Office Department, I believe, where the incumbent is not
an assistant to the Postmaster General. I suppose this office
is under one of the Assistant Postmasters General,

Wherever they create an office and pay its employees out of
a lump sunx they usually pay much higher salaries than any-
where else in the department. In this case the office was pay-
able out of a lump-sum appropriation, and the salary of the
director was fixed at $5,000. A $5,000 salary for this office is
not at all on a plane with the other salaries in the Post Office
Department, either of those superior to this office or on an
equality with this office or inferior to this office. 'The pur-
chasing agent of the Post Oiffice Department is fully as im-
portant as the director of the postal-savings banks. There
are many other places in the Post Office Department that are
equally important. I suppose the committee did not care to
assume the responsibility of changing the salary and so took
it the way it was.
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The gentleman from
Illinois has already stated that when the postal-savings law
was passed a lump-sum appropriation was made to earry on the
work. Under that lump-sum appropriation this division was
created by the Postmaster General, who fixed the salaries,

The salary of the director was placed at $5,000. In order
that this committee might know the number of people em-
ployed and the salaries paid, we directed that they should fur-
nish us with a list of the employees and of the salaries, and
that they should be carried hereafter on the statutory roll. In
accordance with that law they made their estimates this year.
We took the force they had. and we did not feel justified in
changing this salary, because while it looks as though $5.000
is a large sum for the Lead of a division, we realize that the
deposits now amount to $28,000,000, I believe, and they will
grow from year to year.

Mr. MANN. Well, that is probably true. A big man ought
to he at the head of every division. In the Division of Money
Orders the superintendent gets a salary of $3,500 a year. I be-
lieve the money orders amount to several hundred million dollars
a year—close to a billion dollars a year. I do not know whether
this salary is too small or whether the duties are much more
onerous with reference to the director of the postal savings
banks. I do not say that the salary of $5,000 is too much, but
it is too much in proportion to the other salaries that are paid
in the Post Office Department.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. If it is, it simply demon-
strates what some of us have all along believed, that lump-sum
appropriations onght not to be made, but that the employees
ought to be provided for specifically, as we try to do in this bill

Mr. MANN. Yes: but it is inevitable to make lump-sum
appropriations under certain circumstances, like those surround-
ing the postal savings-bank establishment. Then the question
is, when the matter comes to be fixed by Congress, what Con-
gress will do, becanse Congress is not bound by what the de-
partment does in regard to it. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read,

The Clerk read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE.

Office of the Attorney General: Attorney General, $12,000; _Sollcltor
General, $10,000; assistant to the Attorney General, $7,000; 7 Assist-
ant Attorneys General, at $5,000 each; Assistant Attorney General of
the Post Office Department, $5,000; Solicitor of Internal Revenue,
£5,000; Solicitor for the Department of State, £5.000; 4 attorneys, at
‘$3,000 each, one of whom shall have charge of all condemnation pro-
ceedings in the Distriet of Columbia and supervise the examination of
titles and matters arising from such condemnation proceedings in which
the United States shall %e a party or have an interest, and no special
attorney or counsel, or services of persons other than of those pro-
vided for herein, shall Lbe em loged for such purposes; attorneys—I1
$3,750, 3 at $3,000 each, 1 g:;. 50, 12 at $3, each, 2 at $2,500
each ; assistant attorneys—1 $3,500. 2 at §3,000 cach, 2 at $2,750- each,
5 at 2.500 each, 1 $3,400, 2 at $2,000 each; assistant examiner of
titles, £2,000; chief clerk and ex oflicio superintendent of the build-
ings, $3.000; superintendent of hulldm"&fd £500; private secretary and
assistant to the Attorney General, £3, ; clerk to the Attorney Gen-
eral, $1,600 ; stenographer to the Sollcitor General, §1,600; law clerks—
8 at $2,000 each, 2 of ¢lass 4; clerk in office of the Solicitor of In-
ternal Revenue, $£1,800 : attorney in charge of gnrdons. £3.000 ; superin-

endent of prisons, $4,000; dishursing clerk, $2,750 ; nppointment clerk
2 hief of division of Investigation, $3,000; examiners—2 a
2,500 each, 4 at $2,250 each, 2 at $2,000 each, 3 at $1,800 each;
Hbrarian, $1,800; clerks—T of class 4, 11 of class 8, 7 of class 2, 15
of class 1, 14 at 51.000 each, 21 at $900 each ; chief messenger, $1,000 ;
acker, $900 ; messenger, $960 ; § messengers; 13 assistant messengers ;

laborers; 7 watchmen; engineer, il, : 2 assistant engineers, at
£900 each; 4 firemen ; 2 conductors of the elevator, at $720 each; head
charwoman, £480; 22 charwomen. Division of Accounts: Chlet of
division of accounts, $2,500; examiner, $2,600; chief bookkeeper and
record clerk, $2,000: clerks—4 of class 4, § of class 3, 6 of class 2,
G of class 1, 2 at $900 each; in all, $424,610,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I notice that the examiners in the Division of Investi-
cation have been redunced. That is the division, I believe, that
does the secret-service work.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. If is simply a transposi-
tion. There is no change. The Department of Justice made
‘no request for any increases or decreases. They sgimply have
current law, and wherever it appears that any change is made
it is due to the fact that somebody has been transferred.

Mpr. MANN. Where has this item been transferred to?

Mr. JOIINSON of South Carolina. We put them in the
Division of Accounts, because the last legislative bill provided
that in the Division of Accounts an administrative audit should
take place. !

_ Mr. MANN. You have transferred an examiner at $2,500 to
the Division of Accounts, with three clerks?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes.

Mr. MANN. I would not desire to have the Division of In-
vestigation unduly Interfered with, because I moted the other
day, with considerable interest and some pride, that under the
go-called Mann white-slave act there had already been 335
convictions.

XLIX 10

If there is anybody on earth who deserves to receive a peni-
tentiary sentence it is some designing chap who has monkeyed
with the buzz saw and violated that white-slave law.

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

To enable the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to provide and pay
for the medicgl examination of employees of the Unitea States veceiving
compensation for Injuries under the provisions of the act of May 30,
1908, as directed by section 5 of said act, and for clerieal asslstance
in its administration, and for subsistence, transportation, and traveling
expenses of officers and employees of the Bureau of Labor while travel-
ing on duty away from thelr homes and outside of the Disirict of
Columbia while engaged in the luvestigation of claims arising under the
provisions of said act, $3,000,

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, T desire to inquire of
the gentleman in charge of the bill whether or not there is any
schedule of fees fixed by the department for the payment of
these doctors?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. No, sir: I do not think
s0; but it was thought that under certain circmmstances it was
best that a medical examination should be made promptly, and
we allowed the small sum of $3.000 for that purpose.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Was this item carried in last year's
bill?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Yes.

Mr. COX of Indiana. What I wish to know is if there is
any schedule of fees regularly fixed for the payment of phy-
sicians when they make these examinations?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Noj; not so far as I know.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman tell how they are
paid, how the amount is arrived at?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
examination and make their charges.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Iow much was appropriated last year?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Three thousand dollars,

Mr. COX of Indiana. Was the entire sum used last year?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I do not know whether
there was any of it turned back into the Treasury or nof.
Last year we asked for all of these items, but this year we have
not received them. I will say to the gentleman that we had
to make up this bill before many of the reports required by
law to come to Congress had been printed.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I am not criticizing the gentleman’s
bill. On the contrary, I am commending it.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. When we made up this
bill last year we knew in every case whether all of an appro-
priation had been used or any of it had been turned back iuto
the Treasury, but we do not know this year.

AMr. COX of Indiana. Does the gentleman know how much
of the appropriation for this fiscal year has been used up to
this time?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Only beilween $200 and
$300 of the $3,000 has been used up to this time, and they have
paid out under that law approximately a million of dollars for
injuries.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I withdraw the pro forma amendment.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to sirike out the last
word for the purpose of making an inquiry. I desire fo ask
the gentleman in charge of the bill whether it is the object of
these medical examiners to get information concerning these
injuries for the purpose of relieving the injured, or is it for the
purpose of aiding the Government? -

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The purpose is to ascer-
tain the facts, so as to determine whether or not the Govern-
ment is liable under the law.

Mr. FOWLER. Without any reference to relief for the in-
jured?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. We have provided by law
for relief to the injured, and this medical examination is to de-
termine our liability and the extent of it.

Mr. FOWLER. But not for the immediafe or temporary
relief of the injured.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina.
doctor right on the spot.

Myr. FOWLER. I desire to say to the gentleman that T am
asking for information. I desire to know if the medical ex-
aminer, in going to visit the injured person, does so for the
purpose of examining him so as to give him medical relief?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Oh, no. There are only
two men employed under this appropriation. Where the de-
partment, for reasons satisfactory to itself, wants some addi-
tional information besides what it has, and believes there ought
to be some investigation made, one of these doctors is sent to
investigate the particular case, and this $3,000 is appropriated
for that purpose. A very small part of it has been used so far
during the present fiseal year, but it may be needed.

The docfors make the

No; because we have no
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Mr. FOWLER. Do these examiners go to every injured per-
son or only in special instances where they are directed by the
department to go?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. I think they go only
where they are directed by the department.

Mr. FOWLER. I thank the gentleman for the information.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I fear the gentleman in charge of the bill, the gentleman
from South Carolina, has not kept track of the calendar. I
would like to suggest to him that this is the seventh day of the
week, and that we have been in session quite continuously all
of these days, working hard. I think for the first time in my
recollection we really began to work on the second day of the
session and kept it up until nearly 6 o'clock at night. In other
words, this is Saturday evening, and there is no quorum here.

Mr, JOONSON of South Carolina, Well, Mr. Chairman, I
am at the mercy of the gentleman.

Mr. MANN. I do not think we can get through with this bill
to-night. I think in justice to the Members of the House that
the gentleman in charge of the bill who always wants to get
through ought to be willing to waive his personal convenience
in the interest of the rest of the Members. Last night we
worked until after 5 o’clock, although it was understood that
we would quit at 5. We can not finish the bill to-night anyway.

Mr. JOHNSON of SBouth Carolina. Mr. Chairman, of course
it is perfectly obvious that no quorum is present, and while I
was anxious to complete this bill this afternoon, it seems im-
possible, under the circumstances, to do it, and I now move that
the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the committee rose,
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. GArNERr, Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera-
tion the bill (H. R. 26680) making appropriations for the legis-
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes, and
had come to no resolution thereon.

MEAMORIAL TO THOMAS JEFFERSON.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has received a letter of great
interest to the House, and does not know what to do with it,
except to have it read and referred to a committee. Without
objection, the Clerk will read the communication.

The Clerk read as follows;

Decemeer 5, 1912,
The SPEAKER OF THE JlOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Smr: With the alpg:}lg:val of Congress conferred by the sundry elvil
act of March 4, , the Louisiana Purchase Exposition €o. has
erected upon the World's Fair site at a cost of $450,000 a memorial
to Thomas Jefferson in commemoration of the acquisition of the Louisi-
ana Territory. The statue of Jefferson will be unveiled and the me-
morial strocture will be dedicated on the one hundred and tenth annl-
versary of the signing of the Louisiana purchase treaty, the 30th of
April, 1913. The trustees respectfully reﬁuest the presence and par-
ticipation of a committee of the House of Representatives.
Respectfully,
Davip R, Fraxcis, President.

The letter was referred to the Committee on Industrial Arts
and Expositions,

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, chairman of the Committee on
Indian Affairs, by direetion of that eommitiee, reported the bill
(II. R. 26874) making appropriation for the current and con-
iingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling
treaty stipulations with various Indian fribes, and for other
purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, which, with
accompanying papers, was ordered prinfed and referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.
(I1. Rept. 1265.)

Mr. MANN reserved all points of order on the bill.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give
notice that I will call up this bill immediately after the dispo-
sition of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation
bill.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Texas state whether
any arrangement has been made with reference to calling up
the contested-election case next Tuesday? The gentleman from
Ohio gave netice that he would call up a contested-election case
on that day.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I was not aware of that.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire if any arrangement
has been made about debate?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. None whatever.

ADJOUCRNMENT.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I now
move that the House adjonrn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'cloek and 33
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, December 9,
1912, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker’'s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the” Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of St. Franeis River from its mouth to the mouth of
L’Anguille River, and L’Anguille River from its mouth to the
city of Marianna, Ark. (H. Doc. No. 1009) ; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of French Broad River, N. C. (H. Doc. No. 1071); to
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of the Delaware River at Morrisville, Pa. (H. Doec. No.
1072) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered
to be printed. .

4. A letter from the Becretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of Fort Pond Bay, Suffolk County, N. Y. (H. Doc. No.
1073) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered
to be printed.

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
lIetter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of the Mississippi River between Calhoun Point and
Mason Island, Ill. (H, Doe, No. 1074) ; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of Little Manatee River, Fla. (H. Doe. No. 1075) ; to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

7. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of Oregon Slough, branch of Columbia River opposite

Vancouver, Wash, (H. Doc. No. 1070) ; to the Committee on

Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of Tangipahoa River, La. (H. Doc. No. 1068); to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

9. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers
in claim of Edward Judson for damages to launch caused by,
collision with U. 8. towboats Ellen and Henry Boss, near
Natchway Dam on the Mississippi River, July 31, 1912, said
claim having been adjudieated by the department as au-
thorized by law (H. Doe. No. 1084); to the Committece on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

10. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting claims
of Dravo Contracting Co., of Pittsburgh, Pa., for repairs fo
mixer boat on account of collision with the U, 8. 8. 7. P.
Roberts on May 15, 1912, at Pittsburgh, Pa., which has been
adjusted by the Chief of Engineers; also calling attention to
claims of Arnott Dock and Freeman R. Garrett, submitted to
Sixty-second Congress, second session (H. Doe. No. 1083); to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

11. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of the examination
and survey of ship canal, with depths of 30 and 35 feet, ex-
tendlng from a point in the city of Newark below the junction
of the Pennsylvanin and Lehigh Valley Railroads through the
Newark meadows and Newark Bay to the deep water of the
Kill Van Kull, N. J. (H. Doc. No. 1076) ; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

12, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of Sag Harbor, N. Y., with view to securing increased
anchorage area and protecting the channel between said barbor
and Gardiners Bay from the erosion of Cedar Point (H. Doe.
No. 1077); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and or-
dered to be printed. :

13. A letter from ithe Secretary of War, transmitting, with
favorable recommendations, letter from the Acting Chief Quar-
termaster Corps requesting the estimate for appropriation for
Cavalry post in Hawallan Islands be included in the urgent
defieiency appropriation bill (II. Doe. No. 1082) ; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting twenty-
second report of the Beard of Ordnance and Fortifications fQr
the fisenl year 1912 (H. Doc. No. 945) ; fo the Commnittee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

15. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting letter
from the Acting Chief of Engineers calling attention to certain
elaims in connection with Engineer Department referred to
House Document No. 613, Sixty-second Congress, and request-
ing favorable consideration by the Committee on Claims, etc.
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(. Doe. No. 1079) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered
to be printed.

16. A letter from the Secrefary of the Treasury calling at-
tention to the appropriation in the sundry civil act approved
August 24, 1012, for the construction and installation of vaults
for the Bureaun of Engraving and Printing Building in Wash-
ington and recommending that an amendment thereto be in-
cluded in the urgent deficiency bill (H. Doe, No. 1080) ; to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

17. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of St. Marys River with a view to the removal of shoals
and reefs near Detour, Mich, (H. Doc. No. 1078) ; to the Com-
inittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

18. A letter from the Attorney General of the United States,
transmitting statement of expenditures by United States Com-
merce Court for the fiscal year 1912, as furnished by the pre-
siding judge of said court (IH. Doec. No. 1081) ; to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 26866) for the pur-
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Marion,
Ala.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (IL. R. 26867) to
amend an act entitled “An act to create a uniform system of
bankruptey in the United States and Territories,” approved
July 1, 1898 ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LOBECK : A bill (H. R. 26868) fixing the maximum
price of electric current to consumers in the District of Co-

lumbia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Dis-

triect of Columbia.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 26869) to ac-
cept a deed of gift or conveyance from the Lincoln Farm Asso-
ciation, a corporation, to the United States of America, of land
near the town of Iodgenville, county of Larue, State of Ken-
tucky, embracing the homestead of Abraham Lincoln and the
log cabin in which he was born, together with the memorial
hall inclosing the same; and, further, to accept an assignment
or transfer of an endowment fund of $50,000 in relation thereto;
to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 26870) granting
to the city of Black Hawk, Colo., the right to purchase certain
lands for the protection of water supply; to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 26871) to amend an act
granting to the Siletz Power & Manufacturing Co. a right of
way for a water ditch or canal through the Siletz Indian Reser-
vation in Oregon; to ihe Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. REILLY : A bill (F. RR. 26872) to grant compensation
to letter carriers and post-office clerks injured in the perform-
ance of their duties; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 26873) to provide for the
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at
Waynesburg, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 26874) making
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with
various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1014 ; to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 26875) to provide for the
erection of a public building at Brenham, Tex.; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. »

Also, a bill (H. R. 26876G) to provide for the erection of @
public building at Taylor, 'ex.; to the Committee on I’ublic
Buildings and Grouns,

Also, a bill (H. R. 26877) to provide for the erection of a
public building at Georgetown, Tex.; to the Committee on
Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 26878) making an appropria-
tion for the protection and improvement of the Yosemite Na-
tional Park, Cal.,, and the construction and repair of bridges,
fences, trails, and improvement of roads other than toll roads,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. DAVENFPORT: A bill (H. R. 26879) to authorize
diverting and unse of the waters of the Arkansas River, in the
State of Oklahoma, and the construction, maintenance, and op-
ergtion of machinery, works, appliances, and structures in con-
nection therewith, for the purpose of creating and developing

water power; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

By Mr. LOBECK : Resolution (IH. Res. 733) authorizing an
investigation into the affairs of the Washington Gas Light Co.;
to the Committee on Rtules.

By Mr. BURNETT: Resolution (H. Ites. 736) providing for
the consideration of 8. 3175; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. HAMLIN: Resolution (H. Res. 737) to pay a certain
sum of money to Anna Fink, widow of James Fink, late a
messenger in the House; to the Committee on Accounts,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. It. 26880) granting an increase
of pension to James H. Kinkead; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. IR, 26881) for the relief of Jacob
Burkhardt; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H, R. 26882) authorizing the
Secretary of War to confer upon James B. Ross the congres-
sional medal of honor; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. BOOHER : A bill (H. R. 26883) granting an increase
of pension to William H. Watson; to the Committee on Pen-
sions. :

By Mr. BRADLEY : A bill (H. R. 26884) granfing an increase
of pension to Helen Archibald; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 26885) granting a pension to
Mary C. Kines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. IR, 26886) for
ayment to the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co. the
4,583.67 improperly collected under the act of August 5, 1909 ;

to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 26887) granting a pension
to Susan Staneart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26888) granting an increase of peunsion to
Albert Passwater; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CLAYIPPOOL: A bill (H. R. 26889) granting an in-
crease of pension to Herbert W. Brooks; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. CURRIER : A bill (H. R. 26890) granting an increase
of peusion to Henry G. Bickford; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 26891) granting an increase of pension to
James B, Kellogg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 26802) granting an increase of pension to
H. W. Stone; to the Commiitee on Pensions.

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 26893) granting an increase
of pension to Mary Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 26894) for the relief of John N.
Neal; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26805) for the relief of Charles A. Coul-
son; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 26806) for the relief of Edward Dods-
worth; to the Committee on Military Affairs, :

Also, a bill (H. R. 26897) for the relief of Reuben W. Pavey;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26898) granting a pension to Mary Julka;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 26899) granting a pension to Charles
Kline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26900) granting a pension to Lucy A.
Wharton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26901) granting a pension to Margaret
Tayes, née Ellis; to the Committee on Pensions. -

1so, a bill (H. R. 26902) granting a pension to Christina B.
Offer; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26903) granting a pension to Mary Me-
Kelvey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 26904) granting a pension to Panl Heine-
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26905) granting a pension to Herman J.
Wacker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26906) granting an increase of pension to
Albert White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 26907) granting an increase of pension to
John J. Driscoll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26908) granting an increase of pension to
John J. Driscoll; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (IH. R. 26909) granting an increase of pension to
Willianm Barfield ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26910) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin F. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.




292

DECEMBER 7,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE,

Algo, a bill (H. R. 26911) to correct the military record of
Jolin J. Barlow; to the Commtttee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26912) to correct the military record of
Horace McMellon ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 26913) to remove the charge of desertion
standing against Servello J. Dematos; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 26914)
granting an increage of pension to Samuel L. Somerville; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 26915) to reimburse the
postmaster at Seaside, Oreg., for the loss by fire of postal
savings cards and stamps; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (I. R. 26916) grant-
ing a pension to Willlam Curtsinger; {o the Committes on
Pensions.

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 26917)
granting an increase of pension to George Van Orden; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 26918) granting a pension to
James H. Kampo; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 26919) granting a pension fo
Mary B. F. Trainor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20620) granting a
pension to Sarah A. Bland; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons,

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 26921) for the relief of
the heirs of Samuel Corruthers, deceased; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 26922) granting an
increase of pension to Alphonzo O. Drake; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 26923) granting an in-
crease of pension to B. E. Benton; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (IL R. 26924) granting an increase
of pension to Mary Kessinger; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 26925) granting an increase of pension to
Duncan Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 26926) granting an in-
crease of peasion to Joanna Swander; to the Commitiee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 26927) granting a pen-
sion to Sarah Whidden ; to the Commiitee on Pensions.

By Mr. -STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 26928) granting an
increase of pension to Jeremiah Miller; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also,'a bill (IL R. 26920) granting an increase of pension to
Christian C. Ellingson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 26930) granting a pension to
Missouri Parker; to the Commiftee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (I . 26031) granting an increase of pension to
Alonzo F. Murden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TAGGART : A bill (H. R. 26932) granting an increase
of pension to Gen. James K. Proudfit; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 26933) granting
a pension to Henry C. Doll; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (L. R. 26934) granting an increase of pension to
Alvacinda Tyler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 26935) granting an in-
erease of pension to Robert Shay; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were lanid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of Thomas Nelson
Woolfolk, jr., Norfolk, Va., relative to impeachment for treason;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Bethlehem Counecil, No. 45,
Daughters of America, Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring the passage
of Senate bill 3175, for restriction of immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Cincinnati (Ohio) Lodge, No. §, Benevolent
and Patriotic Order of Elks, favoring the enactment of legisla-
tion purchasing Mount Vernon, the former home of President
Whashington ; to the Commitiee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Pefition of the National Wholesale
Liguor Dealers’ Association of Ameriea, Cincinnati, Ohio, pro-
testing agninst the passage of House bill 4040, the Kenyon inter-
state-commerce liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Chicago Division, No. 1,
Order of Railway Conductors, protesting against the passage
of the workmen's compensation and liability act (8. 5382): to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CLINE: Petition of the Lake Michigan Sanitary As-
sociation favoring appropriation for investigation of the pollu-
tion of the waters of the Great Lakes; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Lynch & Co., 8t. Louis; German-
American citizens of California, Mo.: and the National Whole-
sale Liguor Dealers’ Association of America, protesting against
the passage of the Kenyon liquor bill (S. 4043); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the State Council of Pennsylvania, Order of
Independent Americans, Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage
of Senate bill 3175, for restriction of immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of the Lake Michigan Sanitary Association fa-
voring appropriation for investigation of the pollution of the
waters of the Great Lakes; to the Committee on Appropriations,

Also, petition of the Building Trades Council of St. Louis,
Mo., and the Missouri State Dairy Association, protesting
against the passage of House bill 20281, removing the tax on
oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agrienlture.

Also, petition of the Supreme Council of the Order of United
Commereial Travelers of America, favoring reduction of letter
postage to 1 cent; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Also, petition of the Supreme Council of the Order of United
Commerecial Travelers of America, favoring passage of a bill
changing the national election day to Monday ; to the Committee
on Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives in
Congress.

By Mr. FULLER : Petition of the New York Board of Trade
and Transportation, favoring the passage of the Sulzer bill
creating a final court of patent appeals; to the Committee on the
Judiciary, -

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Ephraim, Manti,
and Mount Peasant, all in the State of Utah, favoring regulation
of the express companies by the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion; to the Commiftee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. KINDRED : Petition of the Lake Michigan Sanitary
Assoclation, favoring appropriation for investigating the extent
of the pollution of the waters of the Great Lakes; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

Also, petition of the American Embassy Association, favoring
the passage of House bill 22380, appropriating $500,000 for
embassy, legation, and consular buildings; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of
New York, protesting against placing the Board of General
Appraisers under control of the Treasury Department: fo (he
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department.

By Mr, LINDSAY : Petition of the State Council of Pennsyl-
vania, Order of Independent Americans, favoring the passage
of Senate bill 3175, for restriction of immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. McCOY : Petition of R. Sanford Ross (Inc.), Jersey
City, N. J., favoring legislation for the establishment of a
Iinited States court of appeals; to the Commitiee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for re-
lief of Sarah A. Bland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Pennsylvania
State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring the
passage of Senate bill 3175, for restriction of immigration; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. MOTT : Petition of the National Soclety for Promo-
tion of Industrial Education, favoring the passage of the Page-
Wilson bill for vocational education; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

Also, petition of the State Council of Pennsylvania, Order of
Independent Americans, and the Farmers’ Educational and
Cooperative Union of Amerlca, favoring the passage of Senate
bill 3175, for restriction of immigration; to the Commitiee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of the Lake Michigan Sanitary Association,
favoring investigation of the pollution of the waters of the
Great Lakes; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. PICKETT: Papers to accompany the bill granfing
pension to Lizzie 8. Willlams; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting pension {o August A.
Bunigen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ’
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By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the State Council of Penn-
sylvania, Order of Independent Americans, Philadelphia, Ia.,
and Pennsylvania State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America,
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of Senate bill 3175, for
restrietion of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of the Board of Harbor Com-
missioners of New Iaven Harbor, relative to improving the
New Haven Harbor; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of citizens of Franklin and South
Framingham, Mass., favoring the enactment of legislation to
give the Interstate Commerce Commission further power toward
regulating the express rates; to the Committiee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of citizens of Framingham, Mass.. favoring
enactment of legislation giving the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission further control toward regulating the express rates; to
the Commitiee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

SENATE. o
Moxpay, December 9, 1912,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

WirLiaa E, CHLToN, a Senator from the State of West Vir-
ginia, and JamEes A, Reep, a Senator from the State of Missouri,
appeared in their seats to-day.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of Saturday last when, on request of Mr. Saoor and by
unanimons consent, the further reading was dispensed with
and the Journal was approved.

MARKING OF CONFEDERATE GRAVES (IH. DOC. X0. 11035).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Bacox) laid before the
Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the final report of the commissioner ap-
pointed to continue the work of locating and marking the graves
of the Confederate dead, which, with the accompanying paper,
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered
to be printed.

MEMORIAL TO THOMAS JEFFERSON.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the president of the Lonisiana Purchase Expo-
sition Co., which was read and referred to the Commitfee on
Industrial Expositions, as follows:

OFFICE OF THE DPRESIDENT,
December 5, 1912,
THE PRESIDEXT PEO TEMPORE UNITED STATES SENATE. °

Sie: With the approval of Congress, conferred h{ the sundry civil
act of March 4, 1909, the Louisiana Purchase Exposition Co. has erected
upon the world's faly site at a cost of $450,000 a memorial to Thomas

efferson, in commemoration of the acquisition of the Louilslana Terrl-
tory. The statue of Jefferson will be unveiled and the memorial will
be dedicated on the one hundred and tenth a.n.ulversarg of the signing of
the Louisiana purchase treaty, the 30th of April, 1913. The trustees
mnectﬁ’:'gf request the presence and participation of a commitiee of
the Uni Sta Benate,
Respeetf{dlly,

[8EAL.] Davip I, Fraxcis,

President Louwisiang Purchase Exposition Co,
PAPAGO INDIAN RESERVATION, ARIZ. (8. poc. Xo, 973).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, trausmitting,
pursuant to law, a report of an investigation with a view to
determining the possibility of enlarging the irrigation system
on the Papago Indian Reservation, Ariz., together with surveys,
plang, and estimated limit of cost of such project, which, with
the accompanying papers and illustrations, was referred to the
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and
ordered to be printed.

ENROLLED BILL SIGXED,

. A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C
South, iis Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the enrolled bill (¥ R. 20287) to amend
section 5 of the act entitled “ An aet to incorporate the Ameri-
can Red Cross,” approved January 5, 1905; and it was there-
upon gigned by the I'resident pro tempore,

PETITIONS,
Mr. GRONNA. I present a petition of the Young People’s
Branch of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of the

University of North Dakota. I ask that the petition may lie
on the table and be printed in the IRREcorp. ;

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to lie
on the table and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:
UxiveEesiTY, N. DAE., November 21, 1912,
Hon. A. J. GROX¥XA,
United States Senator:

Believing that it is our inherent constitutional right under the police
gg'wm' to regulate the liguor trafic in this State, and that the future

tiny of our Commonwealth depends vpon the correct solution of
this great problem, we, the members of the Young People’s Branch of
the Woman's Christian Temperanee Union of the University ol North
Dakota, respectfully petition you to put forth your best efforts for
the passage of the Kenyon bLill,

Taropone Roy, President.
Ernen E. Hancrow, Secretary.

AMr, GRONNA presented pelitions of sundry citizens of Walsh
County, Hatton, and Reach, all in the State of North Dakota,
praying for the enactment of the Kenyon interstate liquor law
to prevent the nullification of State liguor laws by outside
dealers, which were ordered to lie on the table,

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the sacond time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. MASSEY :

A bill (8. 7656) to grant to the State of Nevada lands for
educational purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands.

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: =

A bill (8. 7657) for the erection of a statue to John Marshall
(with accompanying paper) ; to the Commitiee on the Library.

By Mr. CHILTON (for Mr. WATsOx) :

A Dbill (8. 7658) granting an increase of pension to John E.
Bennett; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey:

_ A bill (8. 7639) to establish a bureau for the study of the
criminal, pauper, and defective classes; to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

By Mr. McCUMBER :

A Dbill (8. T660) granting a pension to August T. Lillich;

A bill (8. 7661) granting an increase of pension fo Sidney DT,
Jones ;

A bill (8. 7662) granting an inerease of pension to William B.
Secace (with accompanying papers) ; _

A bill (8. 7663) granting an inerease of pension to Charles F.
Miller (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 7664) granting an increase of pension to Ann T.
Smith (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. DU PONT:

A bill (8. 7665) for the relief'of Charles Hellyer; to the Com-
mittee on Claims. !

By Mr. PENROSE:

A Dbill (8. T666) to provide for the purchase of a sife and the
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Warren,
State of Pennsylvania; to the Commiftee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

A bill (8. 7667) granting an increase of pension to Catherine
M. Peck; and

A Dbill (8. 7668) for the better payment of pensioners; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona:

A Dbill (8. 7669) for the relief of John T. Brickwood, Edward
Gaynor, Theodore Gebler, Lee W. Mix, Arthur L. Peck, Thomas
D. Casanega, Joseph de Lusignan, and Joseph H. Berger; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM : -

A Dbill (8. 7670) granting an increase of pension to Mary A.
Buchanan (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 7671) granting a pension to Martha Sample (with
accompanying papers) :

A bill (8. 7672) granting an increase of pension to Florence
M. Saunders (with accompanying papers) ; and :

A bill (8. 7673) granting an increase of pension to Elmer H.
Pond (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
glons,

A Dbill (8. 7674) for the relief of Willinm J. Brooker, alias
William Hicks (with accompanying paper); to the Committee
on Military Affairs.
OMXNIBUS CLAIMS BILL,
Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro-

posed by him to the omnibus elaims bill, which was ordered to
lie on the table and be printed.

INAUGURATION OF THE PRESIDENT ELECT.

Mr., OVERMAN submitted the following concurrent resolu-
tion (8. Con. Res. 81), which was read, considered by unani-
mous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved Dy the Senate (the House of chementcﬂus concurring),
That a joint committee, consisting of three Senators and three Repre-

| - | | :
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